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Current Topics. 
The Land Transfer Act and the Elections. 


WE pvBLIsH elsewhere a letter from an esteemed correspon- 
dent drawing attention to the necessity that solicitors should 
urge upon candidates the repeal of the compulsory provisions of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, or at least an inquiry into the working 
of the Land Transfer Acts. We have not heard of any steps being 
taken by the Council of the Law Society in this direction, 
although, after the Derby meeting, it was understood that they 
accepted the resolutions passed at that meeting. As our corre- 
spondent says, however, although the Law Society and the 
provincial law societies can do much, individual solicitors can do 
more. There is a special reason for exertion to be found in the 
fact that the present Lord Chancellor may be more amenable to 
arguments and facts than his predecessor. own view is 
that solicitors should aim at the repeal or non-extension of com- 
pulsion, rather than at an inquiry. 


The Lord Justiceship. 

Ir 1s now announced that Mr. Moutron, K.C., has withdrawn 
his candidature for the Launceston Division of Cornwall, but 
that the report of his elevation to the post of Lord Justice of 
‘Appeal is “‘entirely unauthorized.” As we ventured to point 
out last week, a vacancy is usually necessary before an appoint- 
ment can be made. 


The Lord Chancellor's Title. 

WE nave at length the announcement in the London Gazette 
of the title which will henceforth as that with which 
every writ will be “tested ’—Baron Loresurn of Dumfries in 
the County of Dumfries. Next to the names of prosperous soap 
and pill makers, the title of the Lord Chancellor may probably be 
said to be the most extensively advertised designation in the 
United Kingdom. We have reason to believe that the new, and 
somewhat remarkable, title has not been chosen with the idea 
of indicating any revolutionary views with regard to legal lore. 


The Hilary Lists. 

Tus Arpgat List shews an increase on that of a year ; there 
were then 254 appeals, while there are now 275, At the com 
mencement of the last sittings there were 303. There is little 
alteration in the numbers of the chief appeals from those in the 
I! 
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list at the commencement of the last sittings. The Chancery 
appeals have been reduced from 93 to 84, and the King’s Bench 
appeals from 127 to121. There were only 76 of these appeals a 
year ago. The Chancery Cause Lists shew 223 causes and 
matters, as against 217 a year ago. The energy of the judges 
of this division is shewn by the reduction of the lists from 324 
at the commencement of the last sittings to the present number 
of 223. There are 26 company matters. There is a melancholy 
total of 927 causes in the King’s Bench list, as against 849 a year 
ago end 947 at the commencement of the last sittings. 


Destitute Aliens. 


WE atreapy read of attempts to evade the Aliens Act, 1905, 
some of which are illustrations of the statement in 1 Jac. 1, 
c. 15, that “frauds and deceits as new diseases daily increase.” 
The Aliens Act, as is well known, gives power to prevent the 
landing of undesirable immigrants, and enacts that an 
immigrant shall be considered an undesirable immigrant if he 
cannot shew that he has in his possession, or is in a position to 
obtain, the means of decently supporting himself and his 
dependents. The Act, it will be observed, does not say any- 
thing which may guide the immigration officers in refusing 
leave to land to a stranger on the ground of want of means, and 
we understand that their practice has so far been to require the 
immigrant to take himself out of the Act by producing a small 
sum of money. It has now been discovered that, by the aid of 
the post office, a single sum of a few pounds may be made to 
cross the Channel many times, and each time in the purse of an 
otherwise penniless alien. We have great difficulty in seeing 
how this evasion of the Act can be prevented. The only con- 
solation is that some degree of honesty must prevail among the 
immigrants who are parties to such a conspiracy. 


Special Juries. 


Any onE who has during the last few years referred to the 
lists of causes to be tried in the King’s Bench Division cannot 
fail to have observed that the proportion to be tried by special 
juries is larger than was formerly the case. Special juries have 
not always been regarded with favour by those who have made 
legal procedure their study. Mr. Jenemy Benruay, in his essay 
on The Elements of Packing as Applied to Juries, speaks of 
special juries as instruments or engines contrived for the purpose 
of removing all checks on the power of the judge. He 
endeavours to prove this by shewing that the nomina- 
tion of the special jurors is practically in the hands 
of the officers of the courts, and contends that the 
practice of paying a guinea to each juror, not for each day of 
service, but for each cause tried in the compass of that day, is 
caleulated to destroy his independence. He speaks con- 

‘ temptuously of special jurors as “ the guinea corps,” or as being 
concerned and interested in “the guinea trade,” and points to 
the eagerness with which applications are made by different 
persons to be put upon the special jury list. Mr. Bznruam, in 
short, regards the institution of special juries as the removal of 
a check on the arbitrary power of judges. It is difficult to 
imagine his surprise if he had lived to see cases tried, with the 
consent of the parties, by a judge without a jury, and had wit- 
nessed the strong unwillingness to serve on trials of many of 
those who are on the special jury list. 


Acknowledgments of Title. 


Uxpze tue Statutes of Limitation a newsperiod begins to run 
from the time when an acknowledgment of title or an acknow- 
ledgment of a debt charged on land is made; but under 
section 14 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, relating 
to title to land, the acknowledgment must be made to the person 


statute.” This liberality, however, was not wide enough & 
cover the instrument which was put forward as an acknow 
ment in the recent case of Hervey v. Wynn (ante, p. 94). 4 
mortgage for £4,000 was created in 1875, and two furthy 
charges for £300 and £700 were given in 1879 and 18%), 
Receipts for interest on the first sum were given from 1875 
1879, though no interest was in fact paid, and apparently jt 
was not the intention of the mortgagee that any interest shoul 
be paid. The mortgagee became of unsound mind, and upon, 
summons in lunacy issued by his daughters, a statutory declarg. 
tion was made by the mortgagor in which the loans of £4,909, 
£300, and £700 were stated. Reliance was placed upon this 
in the present action, in which the mortgagee’s executor sought 
to enforce the mortgage and charges, as being an acknowledgment 
of the debt, but Swixren Eapy, J., observed that it was given tp 
the daughters of the mortgagee, and not to him or his agent, and 
he held that it was insufficient. In Zrulock y. Robey (12 Sim. 407) 
an acknowledgment given by a mortgagee in possession to the 
grandfather of the infant heiress of the mortgagor was held to 
be given tohimasagent. “ Itis not necessary,” said Suapweu, 
V.C., ‘to make a person an agent, that he should have actual 
authority to act. It is quite sufficient that the grandfather 
acted as the agent of his grandchild; and that she, when she 
came of age, adopted what he had done on her behalf.” In the 
present case, however, the element of ratification was lacking, 
nor was the statutory declaration made with the intention of 
giving an acknowledgment. For this, among other reasons, the 
action failed. 


The Conversion of Irredeemable Debenture 
Water Stock. 

THE MAGNITUDE of the operations whereunder there is now 
pending, in accordance with the recent circular letter of the 
Metropolitan Water Board, a conversion, or option of conversion, 
into Metropolitan Water Stock (A) of all the ten irredeemable 
debenture stecks originally created and issued by the several 
metropolitan water companies, and the fact that such irre- 
deemable stocks are very largely held upon trust, should now be 
drawing the particular attention of numerous bodies of trustees 
throughout the country to their duties and powers in connection 
with the conversion. Where trustees are not expressly pre- 
cluded from accepting such an investment, reliance can be 
placed on section 17, sub-section 4, of the Metropolitan Water 
Act, 1902, by which it is provided that water stock, defined by 
the Act, shall be included among the securities in which a 
trustee may invest under the powers of the Trustee Act, 1893. 
It will, however, be remembered that the last-mentioned Act 
does not apply to a trustee who is ‘‘ expressly forbidden by the 
instrument creating the trust” to make any particular invest- 
ment, and it is well settled that he is so forbidden by the use 
in his trust instrument of the common words ‘‘ but not in any 
other mode of investment,” if the particular investment is not 
previously specified. Such a trustee must, as to the water 
stock in question, look to his trust instrument, and to that alone, 
and it may be well to utter a warning note with regard to two 
common forms of investment clauses which authorize investment 
in the “ preference stock” of ‘‘ a corporation paying a dividend on 
its ordinary stock at the time of investment,” or of ‘a corpora 
tion which has for ten years last prior to the date of investment 
paid a dividend of not less than five per cent. upon its ordinary 
stock.” The new stock may be technically ‘ preference stock,” 
and the Metropolitan Water Stock B, which has already been 
issued by the Water Board Corporation to the various water 
companies as part consideration for the transfer of their under- 
takings, may be “ ordinary stock,”’ but this latter is of course 
of too recent creation to have paid a ten years’ dividend at all. 
It may, however, probably be said to be “paying a dividend” 





entitled to the land or his agent, and under section 8 of the Act 
of 1874, relating to money charged on land, it must be made to 
the person entitled to the money or his agent. In Blair y. 
Nugent (3 Jo. & Lat., at p. 677) Lord St. Lzonanps observed that 
in construing these requirements the court has not restricted 
iteelf within narrow limite. “If it be made in a schedule, 
an affidavit, or an answer, it is sufficient, although it may be 
said that in those cases it is made to the court, and not to 
the ee The decisions are, I think, right; they proceed 
upen a liberal, but yet a fair and just, construction of the 





within the former of the above clauses, although asimilar phrase 
in Consterdine vy. Consterdine (10 W. R. 727, 31 Beav. 330) was 
held to apply to not any, but a fixed, dividend only. That case 
can, however, probably be distinguished, as the dividend-paying 
security there was one in which the trust funds were actually to 
be invested, and not one, as here, which is made the index of 
value of a preferential stock. Without anticipating simi 

questions which may arise on other forms of investment clauses, 
enough hag been said to shew that trustees of any irredeemable 
debenture water stock now subject to conversion would de web 
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to consider their position, and they should do so at an early 
date, as transfers of the old irredeemable stocks will be 
impossible after the ist of March next, as from which date 
conversion is made imperative. 


The Charing Cross Disaster. 

Tux rinpinG of the coroner’s jury at the inquest on the men 
killed by the fall of the roof of Charing Cross Railway Station 
calls renewed attention to the subject of undiscoverable flaws in 
steel, and the legal liability for accidents arising from such flaws. 
No one who reads the evidence given at the inquest can doubt 
that the accident was due to one of these mysterious flaws which 
have given railway companies so much trouble. It has been 

roved again and again, by the evidence of the most experienced 
and trustworthy witnesses, that in the manufacture of steel 
flaws will occur against which no degree of care can 

ard, and which no tests which can reasonably be applied are 
sufficient to discover after manufacture. Where such a flaw is 
the whole cause of an accident, it is clear that no action which 
depends on proof of negligence ought to succeed. Where the 
person responsible for the thing which has broken cannot be 
proved to have either done anything which he ought not to have 
done, or left undone anything which he ought to have done, 
there can be no negligence. Hence, in the case of Readhead v. 
The Midland Railway Co. (L. R. 4 Q. B. 379), where the plain- 
tiff was injured through the breaking of a tyre owing to the 
existence of one of these flaws, it was held that the company 
were not liable, for a railway company are not insurers of their 
passengers’ safety, nor do they warrant the soundness of their 
rolling stock, and they are only liable for injury to a passenger 
where negligence can be proved. We have no desire at all to 
comment on the legal liability of the company for the fall of the 
Charing Cross roof, especially as the question of such liability 
will probably come before the courts. It is quite possible that 
the company may be under liabilities to injured persons quite 
irrespective of any proof of negligence. But if the issue of negli- 
gence is laid beforea jury in an action, such issue should be 
decided in favour of the company by any jury who take the 
same v ew of the facts as was taken by the coroner’s j iry, and 
which was supported hy the evidence of sume of the most 
eminent engineers of the day. The existe.ce of a flaw which 
cannot be discovered by the ordinary and reasonable tests cannot! 
be construed as evidence of negligence. In many cases railway 
companies have endeavoured to resist claims on the grounds 
which were successful in Readhead’s case. In many of these 
cases no doubt there was in fact no actual negligence. The 
difficulty, however, is to induce a jury to find upon 
the evidence that the flaw was not capable.of discovery. An 
overwhelmingly strong case must be established before a jury 
will accept this defence, and it is probably in the best interests 
of the public at large that this should be so; for if it were easy 
to establish such a defence, carelessness in testing steel would 
be encouraged. Hitherto the defence has been raised where the 
defect was in rolling stock and the injured persons were 
passengers. It remains to be seen what will be decided where 
the defect is in a building and the injured are strangers. 


ae Between Debentures and Garnished 
s, 

Quzsrioys or priority between debenture-holders and judgment 
creditors have frequently arisen in recent years, and another 
interesting decision on the subject has been given by Warrinc- 
tox, J., in Norton v. Yates (ante, p. 95). The strength of the 
debenture-holders’ position lies in the fact that they have a 
charge on all the assets of the company, and this must prevail 
against subsequent rights, except as to assets which have been 
properly disposed of by the company while the debentures still 
continue to be a floating charge. And hence it has been held 
that an execution creditor cannot by levying execution oust the 
rights of the debenture-holders. ‘The rights of the execution 
creditor,” said Lord Russgxt, O.J., in Davey § Co. v. Williamson 
§ Sons (46 W. R. 571; 1898, 2 Q. B. 194), “are subject, not 
only to the legal, but also to the equitable, rights of the 
debenture-holders. The sheriff cannot merely by seizing 
affect the rights of third persons to which property was 
subject when in the hands of the debtor.” In the present case 


Priority 
Deb 


January, 1905, served ishee orders nisi on debtors of the 
company, and on the 19th of January a receiver was appointed in 
a debenture-holders’ action. Subsequently the ishee orders 
were made absolute and the debtors paid the money into court. 
Had the garnishee orders operated to transfer the debts from the 
company to the judgment creditor, it would still have been a 
question whether this was a disposal of assets of the comeeny 
while the debentures were a floating charge which would have 
taken them out of the debentures. In Robson v. Smith (48 
W. R. 632; 1895, 2 Ch. 118) the garnished debt was paid over 
to the judgment creditor before the debenture-holder had taken 
steps to enforce his security, and it was held that his charge had 
been displaced. In the present case there was, prior to the 
appointment of the receiver, merely the garnishee order mst, 
and it has been held that such an order, even when absolute, 
does not transfer the debt to the judgment creditor. ‘It is 
not,” said Corron, LJ., in Combined Weighing, &c., Machine Co. 
(38 W. R. 67, 43 Ch. D. 99), “ an assignment of the debt due by 
the garnishee to the debtor of the garnishor ; it merely gives the 
garnishee a lien upon that debt.” This being so, the lien is 
necessarily subject to the already existing charge of the 
debenture-holders, and accordingly in Norton v. Yates (supra) 
Wanrrinoron, J., held that the receiver was entitled to the money 
in court in priority to the judgment creditor. 


Judges in Public Conveyances. 


Uron Tue trial of an officer by court-martial in the United 
States, it appeared that the charge was founded upon the follow- 
ing facts: The defendant, after taking his seat in a theatre, 
discovered that his immediate neighbour was one of his non- 
commissioned officers. Being dissatisfied with this arrangement, 
he requested the non-commissioned officer to change his seat 
and move to another part of the theatre. The court considered 
that he had treated an inferior officer in an unbecoming and 
disrespectful manner and was liable to a severe reprimand. The 
case is an illustration of the tendeucy of the great Republic to 
maintain the doctrine that all citizens are equal in the eye of 
the law, and we have often heard that judges, on and off the 
heuch, are addressed in a more familiar fashion than is prevalent 
in this country. It may, indeed, be doubted whether tne 
English bench is able to muimtain the same reserve 
which was one of its characteristics littl more than a 
century ago. One of the first members of the Ovurt of Appeal, 
upon being told by a distinguished Indian civilian that the rail- 
ways in India had tended to diminish the influence of caste, said 
that the English railways had had a similar effect. The judge 
who presides at a criminal trial attired in his robes of office 
cannot expect to be regarded with the same reverence when 
he hurries to his seat in one of the “tube” railways. But the 
judge’s carriage is not always available, and it is doubtful 
whether it would convey him through the crowded streets 
of London with the same speed as an electric train. And 
if the judge maintains his dignity—as we have no doubt that he 
does—while travelling by the republican conveyance, there is 
little cause for complaint. We have even heard of learned 
judges being seen jumping into omnibuses in Oxford-street. 


Circumstantial Evidence. 

Se M. Grant Dorr, in his Notes from a Diary, gives us a 
story of Lord Denman, from which it appears that, having 
received a parcel of wine, Lord Danwan ordered that part of it 
should be seat as a present to an old friend. Luckily, just 
before the present was received, it was discovered that the 
butler had put it into bottles which contained poison. Lord 
DenMan is reported to have said: “ [fa similar state of facts, 
resulting in a charge of wilful murder, had been brought before 
me after I became a judge, I should certainly have recommended 
the jury to bring in a verdict of guilty, for the bottles sent to 
my friend were all poisoned, while those kept for my own use 
were all in good condition ; and the motive for the crime would 
have seemed perfectly clear, since he had made a will in my 
favour and I was aware of the fact.” This story is referred to in 
a magazine, which adds, ‘‘ the dangers of circumstantial evidence 
were surely never more strikingly exemplified.” We 
cannot but think that there is some inaccuracy in the 





of Norton v. Yates the judgment creditor had, on the 17th of 


report of what Lord Danan is supposed to have said. 
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The learned Chief Justice could not have meant that, where 
the evidence is consistent either with an accident or an 
attempt at murder, the presumption is in favour of the crime. 
Cases are, we are afraid, common enough where one member 
of a family receives poison from another who believes that it is 
medicine. Inquests are held, and the explanation of the 
unfortunate person who made the mistake is accepted without 
any difficulty. Can it be supposed that, if it were shewn that he 
would become entitled to property on the death of his relation, 
there would be sufficient ground for sending him to trial 
for murder? It is easy to exaggerate the dangers of circum- 
stantial evidence. Presumptions vary with the nature of the 
particular case, and juries are seldom or never without proper 
guidance as to the inference to be drawn from the facts proved 
before them. The necessity of admitting circumstantial evidence 
is more obvious in criminal than in civil cases, inasmuch as in 
the former there is greater difficulty in proving the matter 
charged by direct testimony. 
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The Bar as a Sociable Profession. 


Was tHE bar a more sociable profession sixty years ago than 
it is at the present day ? asks a correspondent. Much criticism 
of our legal practitioners is to be found in the old books, but 
their life is not described as solitary or unsociable. In an essay 
by Sir James Sreruen, the father of the late judge, he makes 
an imaginary character, to whom he ascribes the authorship of 
The History of Enthusiasm, describe the life of barristers as 
one of “rude familiarity, of bitter jealousy, and of ceaseless 
gossip.” We hope this description could never have been 
accurate, but the changes which have taken place in the life of 
barristers during the last thirty years have certainly tended to 
withdraw them from each other’s society. Those who can carry 
their memory back to the days before 1883 will remember that 
Westminster Hall was a promenade for barristers, employed or 
unemployed, many of whom walked together on their return to 
the Temple ; and that the circuits collected twice a year a number 
of barristers, who took walks, dined, and spent the evenings with 
each other in a manner which reminded some of them of early 
days at their university. The times arechanged. The barrister 
who attends court, being nearer to his chambers, is tempted to 
hurry back to them with the least possible delay; there is no 
suitable or regular promenade, and so large a proportion of those 
who practice at the assizes belong to the local bar that there is 
no longer the same cohesion between the different members of a 
circuit. These changes were probably inevitable, but there are 
reasons why they should be regretted by those who havea 
pleasant recollection of days before the Judicature Acts. 
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Difficulty in the Performance of Contract. 


Tue casE of Watson v. Charlesworth (1905, 1 K. B. 74) came 
before the House of Lords on the 23rd of November, on appeal 
fromthe Court of Appeal. It was one of those cases which 
from time to time occur in which the defendants, having 
incurred an obligation without making any provision for 
difficulties which may supervene in fulfilling it, argue in favour 
of what they call a reasonable construction of their obligation, 
and contend that they ought not to be required to perform it 


sr Pr nr 


Mr. Choate’s First Fee. 


Me. JoszpH Cxnoatz, for some years American amb 
in this country, told recently, in an after-dinner speech 
the Bar Association of the City of New York, the story g 
his first fee. It was when he was in a law office in 
with Mr. Satronsratt. ‘Two farmers from Vermont had ha 
two carloads of potatoes frozen, and the question arose, wy 
the loss of the potatoes the act of God or the act of ty 
railway company? It was too much for Sarronsranz, gy 
he said, ‘Here’s CHoarz, the case will be about right fy 
him.’ By some chance the jury decided that the railway 
company was responsible, and I was then asked to nam 
my fee. This was an entirely unknown realm to me, anj 
accordingly I told them that three dollars would do. They ggid 
that they had talked it over on the way down to Boston, anj 
had come to the conclusion that one dollar a carload would by 
enough, and I took it with pleasure. I am delighted to say that 
this moderate measure of compensation I always afterwari 
followed.” We are not sure that we fully understand the 
principle adopted by the distinguished American lawyer. 
Would he recommend the practitioners in our county courts, 
who communicate directly with their clients, to charge two. 
thirds of the amount which they themselves think reasonable? 
Something may possibly be said in favour of such a recon. 
mendation, but it is not likely to be favourably received. 








Roadside Wastes, 


Tux judgment of Warrrineton, J., in the recent case of Ofin y, 
Rochford Rural District Council (ante, p. 157) affirms the 
presumption that, in the absence of special circumstances, the 
whole width of a road lying between fences is comprised in the 
public highway, notwithstanding that a part of it only is 
metalled. In Reg. v. United Kingdom Electric Telegraph Co, 
(10 W. R. 538, 6 L. T. 378) Crompton, J., enunciated the result 
of the earlier cases as follows: ‘‘ Taken altogether I think it 
comes to this, that prim@ facie, when you look at a highway 
running between fences, unless there is something to shew the 
contrary, the public have a right to the whole and are not con- 
fined to the metalled part of it.” But this is only a primd facis 
rule, and the view that it is not universal was forcibly put by 
Lord Russztt, C.J., in the Court of Appeal in WVeeld v. Hendon 
Urban District Council (81 L. T. 405): ‘* It seems to me very 
difficult to give assent to such a general proposition as this, that 
under all conditions, where you find a metalled road bordered by 
unmetalled margins, and beyond the margios by hedges, there 
is an invariable presumption that all the space between the 
hedges is highway. The question whether such a space is all 
highway would depend to a great extent, I think, on many other 
circumstances, such, for instance, as the nature of the district 
through which the road passes, the width of the margins, the 
regularity of the line of the hedges, and the levels of the land 
adjoining the road.” 

In that case, on the one side of a metalled road, which was 
a public highway, was an irregular-shaped piece of land, 




















when it has become commercially unprofitable. In Watson v. 
Charlesworth the defendants had entered into a mining lease by 
which such part of a seam of coal as lay under land of the 
lessors was demised to them for a term of years at an annual 
royalty, and they covenanted that they would at all times during 
the term fairly, duly, and honestly win, work, and get the 
whole of the seam in a proper and workmanlike manner. 
Owing to difficulties in working, it was found to be impossible 
to work the coal without heavy pecuniary loss, and the 
defendants therefore abandoned the undertaking, and must be 
taken to have acted prudently in doing so. The House of 
Lords, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal, held that 
there had been a breach of the covenant, saying that the 
defendants asked for a construction which would give them an 
option whether they would work or not. Their lordships 
declined to say what their decision would have been if the 
covenant had been so drawn as to be open to more than one 
interpretation. A different decision would point out a new way 


formerly part of the waste of a manor, and beyond it there was 
an ancient hedge inclosing private mew: On the other side 
of the road was another ancient hedge. Between 1864 and 
1884 various acts were done by the lord of the manor and by 
one of the copyholders upon or with reference to this piece of 
land. In the former year the copyholder, by the lord’s license, 
dug up and carried away several cartloads of soil from the 
surface of the land. In 1872 the lord granted a licence to 
inclose the land, and he admitted the copyholder as tenant, Ia 
1874 the copyholder inclosed the land, and, with the assistance 
of the surveyor of the highway board, he erected a fence by the 
side of the metalled road ata distance of 15 feet from the centre. 
In 1880 the lord enfranchised the land, and in 1884 the 
fence, which had fallen into decay, was restored. Ia 
accordance with the maxim “Once a highway, always & 
highway,” none of these acts would have prejudiced the rights 
of the public had such rights ever extended over the and 
in question, and in 1897 the defendant council threw down the 





of disclaiming an unprofitable lease. 


fence, alleging that it was an obstruction to the highway. It 
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should be added that the piece of land was about 150 feet in 
length and 30 feet in breadth at its widest part, and that the 
width of the land between the two ancient hedges varied from 33 
feet to 74 feet. Cuannett, J., decided against the council, mainly 
upon the ground that, since the existence of public rights over 
the land was doubtful, effect must be given to the length of time 
during which the inclosure had been acquiesced in. ‘“ Although,” 
he said, “‘ highway rights existing in 1874 could not be lost by 
acquiescence or lapse of time, nevertheless when the exist- 
ence of highway rights is a matter of doubt, the fact of this 
inclosure being made and acquiesced in for upwards of 
twenty years is evidence, I think, that the highway rights 
did not exist at the time of the inclosure, and is evidence 
of so strong a character that it requires very strong 
evidence the other way to get over it.” Stress was 
laid upon this point also in the Court of Appeal, but it was 
further pointed out that the case was excluded from the rule in 
Reg. v. United Kingdom Electric Telegraph Co, (supra) by the 
fact that the land was waste of a manor. In explaining the rule 
Vavenan Wiiurams, L.J, observed: ‘“‘The fences may primd 
facie be taken to have been originally put up for the purpose of 
separating land dedicated as a highway from land not so 
dedicated. But in the case of the waste of a manor there is 
another obvious reason for which fences may be put up—namely, 
to separate the adjoining closes from the waste.” 

In Countess of Belmore v. Kent County Council (49 W. R. 459; 
1901, 1 Ch. 873) the roadside land there in dispute was not part 
of the waste of a manor, but there was a considerable body of 
evidence that private rights had been exercised on the land which 
were inconsistent with public rights. Cozzns-Harpy, J., seems, 
indeed, to have thought that the primd facie rule as to the land 
between the fences being highway had been shaken by Neeld v. 
Hendon District Council (supra). After quoting from the judg- 
nent of Lord Russett, C.J., he said: ‘“ Applying the principles 
laid down by the late Lord Chief Justice, I think there is no 
presumption of dedication up to the old fence, or that, if there is 
any presumption, it is rebutted by the surrounding circumstances 
and by the evidence.” The strip of land lay on the west of a 
metalled road. It was about 300 feet long and about 50 feet wide 
at the broadest part, tapering off to nothing at each end. The 
adjacent land was a farm, of which the plaintiff, the Countess of 
Brtmorz, was tenant for life in possession, and the co-plaintiff 
was her tenant. There was an old hedge between the 
strip and the farm, and there was a similar strip on the 
east side of the road. The evidence shewed that the 
land had been used, inter alia, for grazin§* cattle, and had 
been occasionally inclosed by hurdles for this purpose. 
The result of the evidence as a whole was, said Cozens-Harpy, J., 
that, as far as living memory went, the plaintiff and her 
predecessors in title had used and enjoyed the strip in such a 
manner and to such an extent as the nature of the strip per- 
mitted, and had exercised acts of ownership inconsistent with 
public rights. Accordingly, as just stated, the presumption that 
the land was included in the highway, if there was such a 
presumption, was rebutted. 

But in Harvey v. Truro District Council (52 W. R. 262; 1903, 
2 Oh, 638) Joyox, J., denied that there had been any unsettling 
of the old rule which he re-enunciated as follows: ‘In the case 
of an ordinary highway running between fences, although it 
may be of a varying and unequal width, the right of passage 
or way primd facie, and unless there be evidence to the contrary, 
extends to the whole space between the fences, and the 
public are entitled to the whole of it as a highway, and 
are not confined to the part which may be metalled or kept 
im order for the more convenient use of carriages or foot- 
passengers.” And the learned judge pointed out that in Neeld 
V. Hendon District Council (supra) the land was formerly waste of 
& manor, and that Countess of Belmore v. Kent County Council 
(supra) was a decision on the particular facts. In Harvey v. 
Truro District Council the old fences on either side of the road 
Were regular and continuous, though the distance between them 
Was not perfectly uniform. The plaintiffs’ land adjoined one 
side of the road, and between the metalled road and the 
Plaintiffs’ fence was a strip of roadside waste. Between 1885 


the time it was inclosed, but, as Joyoz, J., pointed out, these 
acts could not prejudice the public rights if the land was 
part of the highway in 1885. “If,” said the learned 
judge, ‘this dispute had arisen and the action had 
come on to be tried in 1885, there would not, in my 
opinion, have been any evidence whatever to rebut the 
presumption that all the ground between the fences of the 
road at the place in question had been dedicated as a highway. 
It is an established maxim that once a highway always a 
highway. The public cannot release their rights.” And subse- 
quently: ‘‘ Even uninterrupted possession for the seventeen 
years before the present dispute began would not and could 
not have legalized the encroachment.” Nor, he added, would 
actual consent by the highway authority have legalized that 
which was otherwise illegal. 

In the present case of Ofin v. Rochford District Couneil (supra) 
a farm was intersected by a public road. The farmhouse 
adjoined the road on the east side, and on the south of the 
farmhouse and adjoining the road was a triangular piece of land, 
about half an acre in extent, open to the road on one side, but 
separated from the farm on the other two sides by hedges and a 
gate. This piece of land had been included in the conveyance 
of the farm to the plaintiff in 1902, and in 1904 a purchaser from 
the plaintiff inclosed it, but the defendant council broke down the 
fence. It was suggested that the piece of land once formed 
an ancient close with the land lying on the other side of the 
road, and that the road was made through the close. This would 
account for the position of the fences. But Wargineron, J., held 
that the supposition was not supported by the evidence, nor were 
any of the acts of ownership which were proved to have been 
exercised over the land inconsistent with its being subject to a 
public right of way. Like Joyce, J., he declined to allow that 
the settled rules as to the presumptive inclusion of roadeide 
strips in the highway had been shaken by Neeld v. Hendon 
District Council ( supra) or Countess of Belmore v. Kent County Council 
(supra). Prima facie there was a presumption that the hedges 
were originally put up to separate the land which was dedicated 
from that which was not dedicated, and, there being no evidence 
to rebut this presumption, the conclusion was that the strip of 
land formed part of the highway. This decision, following that 
in Harvey v. Truro District Council (supra), will encourage local 
authorities in the exercise of their statutory powers to prevent 
enroachments upon roadside wastes. 





The Obligations of Charterers. 


Tux judgments delivered in the House of Lords in Ardan 
Steamship Co. (Limited) v. Andrew Weir § Co. (1905, A. C. 501) 
contain an important statement of the rule with respect to the 
obligation of the charterer of a ship to have a cargo ready for 
the ship at the time appointed for her to load. “I am not 
aware,” said Lord Buiacksurn in Postlethwaite v. Freeland (5 
App. Cas., p. 619), ‘‘ of any case contradicting the doctrine that, 
in the absence of something to qualify it, the undertaking of the 
merchant to furnish a cargo is absolute.” But there is some- 
thing to qualify this obligation where the charter-party specifies 
the source from which the cargo is to come, and then the 
charterer is excused for delays consequent upon the failure of 
that source. In Harris v. Dreesman (23 L. J. Ex. 210) the 
charter-party provided that the ship should proceed to 
a particular colliery and there take on bo for the 
charterers a cargo of coal. Owing to an accident to 
the engine at the colliery, of which the parties knew before 
the charter-party was signed, the ship was delayed in getting 
her cargo, and it was held that for this delay the charterers were 
not answerable. Illustrations of this principle are afforded by 
the recent cases of Bargue Quilpué (Limited) v. Brown (1904, 2 
K. B. 264) and Jones (Limited) vy. Green § Co. (1904, 2 K. B, 
275), which related to the loading of coal at Newcastle, New 
South Wales, to be supplied from specified collieries. ‘‘ Here,” 
said Vavenan Wituiams, L.J., in the latter case, “the source 
from which the coal was to come was expressly defined, and, that 
being so, it seems to me impossible to lay down an absolute rile 





and 1903 the plaintiff and his predecessors in title exercised 
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the cargo ready whenever it may reasonably be expected that 
there will be a berth for the ship if the cargo is ready.” 

Such being the rule as to the charterers’ obligation to be ready 
with a cargo, and the recognized qualification of it, it has been 
suggested that it was shaken by passages in the judgmentsof Lord 
Hatssvry, ©., and Lord Herscnett in Little v. Stevenson §& Co. 
(1896, A. C. 108). There it was provided by the charter-party that 
the ship Zhe River Ettrick should proceed to a specified port to load 
a cargo of coal, and that the master should give notice to the 
charterers when the ship was berthed and ready to load. She 
arrived at the port on the 19th of October, 1893, and her arrival 
was wired to the charterers, but in consequence of the crowded 
state of the docks she was not allowed to enter. On the 2\1st of 
October a berth was vaeant in consequence of the cargo of an 
earlier arrived ship not being ready, but the cargo of The River 
Ettrick was also not ready. Eventually she was docked on 
the 26th and sailed with her cargo on the 28th of October. The 
shipowner claimed damages by way of demurrage for the deten- 
tion from the 21st of October until the time when the cargo was 
ready, but his claim was rejected by the House of Lords, Lord 
Hatssury, after referring to the possibility that the vessel 
might have been allowed to enter the dock on the 2let, 
if a cargo had then been ready for her, said: ‘‘ That is 
the proposition of fact. The proposition of law is that a 
merchant must be always ready with his cargo at all times and 
in all places and under all circumstances to take advantage of any 
such contingency if it should arise. There is not a fragment of 
authority for any such proposition.” Similarly, Lord Herscnett, 
after pointing out that, in ordinary turn, the ship would not have 
been berthed till the 26th, though, owing to the accident of a 
prior vessel’s cargo not being ready, she might have got in on 
the 21st, said: ‘‘The question is whether on these mere facts 
there was an obligation on the part of the charterer to have the 
cargo on the quay so that the vessel might have been berthed 
on the 21st. It is alleged that the obligation existed in point 
of law, that at all ports, under all circumstances, however 
unreasonable it might be to anticipate such a contingency, 
however deficient the quay might be in the means necessary for 
storing, or protecting, or preserving cargo, whatever difficulties 
there might be, in short, that was an obligation always resting 
on the shipper. No authority has been cited for that proposi- 
tion, and I am of opinion that such a construction of the shipper’s 
obligation would be altogether unreasonable.” 


The principle appears to be, not that the shipper must have 
his cargo ready at any time when the ship may by possibility 
be ready to receive it, but that he must have it ready when, in 
the ordinary course of business at the port, the ship will be 
ready. The present case of Ardan Steamship Co. v. Andrew Weir 
§ Co. (supra) was concerned, like Bargue Quilpué v. J. § 4. Brown 
and Jones v. Green § Co. (supra), with the loading of coal at 
Newcastle, New South Wales. By a charter-party dated the 
30th of May, 1900, the steamship <Ardandearg, of which the 
plaintifis were the owners, was chartered by the defendants 
to ey to Newcastle and load a cargo of Australian 
co By the custom of the port a vessel is not 
allowed to occupy a loading berth until she has received 
a loading order from a colliery. These orders are issued 
in turn, and there are no facilities for storing coal at the 
port. The ship arrived on the 14th of July, 1900, and was 
ready to load, but there was no cargo for her till the 13th of 
August, andthen not enough. She was twice removed from her 
berth, because the loading was interrupted, and her loading was 
not completed till the 23rd of August. The shipowners claimed 
damages for the detention of the vessel owing to the delay in 
—*, a cargo, and this claim was allowed by the House of 

. With reference to the suggestion that the charterer’s 
obligation to supply a cargo had been lessened by Little v. 
Stevenson § Co., Lord Harsnvry said: “I am very sorry if any 
observations of mine or of the late Lord Hzrscuzrt have been 
supposed to throw any doubt upon so well recognized a principle 
of commercial law as that a merchant is under an absolute 
obligation to supply the cargo.”’ The observations in that case 
were in fact prompted by the circumstances of the particular 
case. “I think,” said Lord Davey, “that what was there laid 
down must be read with regard to the facts of that case, and that 
all that was meant was that the shipper’s or charterer’s obliga- 











tion is only to have his cargo ready when the ship is ready to 
receive it in ordinary course, and that he is not bound to be 
prepared for a contingency or fortuitous circumstance not 
contemplated by either of the parties.” 

This being the full extent of the qualification introduced by 
Little v. Stevenson (supra), there was nothing to exclude the 
application of the ordinary rule in the present case. The 
charter-party did not provide for the coal coming from a 
particular colliery so as to bring the case within Harris y, 
Dreesman (supra). The providing of the cargo was left entirely 
to the charterers, and the delay was due to their not being ready 
with it. “Difficulty in obtaining a cargo,” said Lord Low in 
Gardiner v. Macfarlane (20 R., p. 421, n.), in a passage quoted by 
Lord Davey, “ on account of the output at the colliery which the 
charterers had selected being restricted, isa matter with which 
the shipowners are not concerned, and the consequences of any 
delay arising therefrom must fall on the charterers.”” Had the 
charter-party provided, as in Bargque Quilpué v. Brown (supra), 
that the ship should load in colliery turn, the result would have 
been different, but there was nothing in the charter-party which 
had this effect. The delay was due, in Lord Davey’s words, ‘to 
the default of the respondents in not providing the cargo when 
the ship was ready to go on the berth to receive it,” and they 
were avcordingly liable for the delay. 
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Election Law. 


Tae LAW oF PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS AND ELECTION PETITIONS. 
By Hucu Fraser, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


WARD'S PRACTICE AT PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS AND THE LAW 
RELATING THERETO; WITH AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES. THIRD 
Epition. By. 8. G. Lusnineron, Barrister-at-Law, assisted by 
_ CoLTMAN, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & 

ns. 


These books are published at an opportune moment, and each will 
serve its purpose in connection with the general election which is now 
in progress. Ward’s Practice is a handy volume which may be 
commended to candidates, returning officers, and agents during the 
actual election ; under its guidance it should be possible to avoid the 
numerous pitfalls which surround the aspirant to parliamentary 
honours and his satellites. It is concisely and clearly written, and as 
free from technicalities as the nature of the subject permits, while, on 
the other hand, the text of the material statutes can, if necessary, be 
referred to in the appendix. The specimens of ballot papers 
adjudicated upon in Woodward v. Sarsons and other cases will be of 
practical advantage. The book does not profess to deal fully with the 
law and practice of election petitions. 

Mr. Fraser’s book is more ambitious and complete, and in the absence 
of a recent edition of Rogers on Elections, it may be expected to take 
a leading place amongst the text-books on the subject. In form it 
consists of articles containing propositions of law relating to various 
headings, followed by notes or dissertations in which those proposi- 
tions are explained and supported by authorities. It is possible 
that the order and arrangement of the headings might have been 
improved upon, but, so far as the time at our disposal enables us to 
judge, the headings together comprise the entire subject, and with 
the aid of the index it is not difficult to find the passage dealing 
with the particular subject on which information is desired. 
The law is carefully stated, and the notes of the decided cases are full 
and accurate; on points of doubt the author often takes the wise 
course of quoting the material judicial opinions and refrains from 
attempting to lay down an absolute rule; as, for instance, in the 
passages where the vexed question of the time at which a candidature 
commences is discussed. There is a very full appendix of statutes: 
the conduct of election petitions, and the statutory rules aud suggested 
precedents and forms relating thereto, form the subjects of other 
appendices, and in another the instructive case of Woodward ¥. 
Sarsone is set out in full with the spe:imens of ballot papers dealt 
with therein. 





Precedents of Pleadings. 


BULLEN AND L¥AKE's PRECEDENTS OF PLEADINGS IN AcTIOMS IN 
THE Kino'’s Bencu Division or tHe Hian Court or JUSTICE. 
Wirs Notes. Sixra Epirion. By Cyrit Dopp, K.C:, and T. 
Wities Curry, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons; Sweet & 
Max well; 


Pleadings are very different now from what they were in 1860, 
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when the first edition of the invaluable ‘‘ Bullen and Leake” was 
published. Then, as a rule, the légal results of facts were pleaded 
tather than the facts; now the ma’erial facts themselves must be set 
out, It necessarily follows that established forms of words, such as 
are still rigidly followed in drawing indictments, are no longer, as a 
tule, applicable to pleadings in actions, The pleader, therefore, can- 
not now merely copy a form applicable to his case, but must draw his 
pleading according to the facts as stated in his instructions. It may, 
therefore, be said that precedents are not so necessary as they were 
formerly ; and this is true to a great extent. It is most useful, how- 
ever, to have a really reliable collection of forms. They cannot often 
be literally copied, but they can be altered and adapted to suit 
similar cases; they call to the pleader’s mind the points he 
must deal with and the facts which must be set out, and they save a 
busy man a vast deal of time and trouble. This volume fully satisfies 
these requirements, and keeps up the great reputation of Bullen and 
Leake as the standard work on common law pleading. The names of 
the editors are a sufficient guarantee of the excellence of the notes and 
the accuracy of the forms. This edition deals with some important 
matters which it was not necessary to deal with eight years ago when 
the fifth edition was published. The Taff Vale Railway case has 
given rise to a large crop of actions to which trade unions are parties. 
Here we have some exceedingly valuable forms of pleading for use in 
such actions. As well as additions there are many valuable alterations 
and new notes in this edition. The book is well up to date and is 
one which no busy practitioner can afford to be without, 





Books of the Week. 


Parliamentary Elections and Election Petitions; with Suggestions 
on the Conduct and Trial of an Election Petition, Forms and 
Precedents, and all Statutes Bearing on the Subject. By Hucu 
Fraser, M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of International Copyright, with Special Sections on the 
Colonies and the United States of America. By WiLL1am Brices, 
LL.D., D.C.L., M.A., B.8.C., F.C.8., F.R.A.8. Stevens & Haynes. 


The Law of Trade-marks, Trade-names, and Unfair Competition ; 
including Trade Secrets, Goodwill, the Federal Trade-mark Acts of 
1870, 1881, and 1905, the Trade-mark Registration Acts of the 
States and Territories, and the Canadian Trade-mark and Design Act, 
with Forms. By James Love Horxtns. Second LKdition. 
Chicago: Callaghan & Co. 








Correspondence. 


The Land Transfer Acts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—It is to be hoped that solicitgrs will not fail to take 
advantage of the forthcoming election to press for the repeal of the 
oa 1g clauses or, at least, for an inquiry into the working of 
the Acts. 

The Law Society and the provincial societies can do much, but 
individual solicitors can do more. Each, before promising bis vote, 
should require the ca ndidate’s promise to support an inquiry at the 
least. A SOLICITOR. 

London, Jan. 4. 








Points to be Noted. 
Company Law. 


Deposit of Share Certificate to Secure Loan—Transfer of Shares 
to Another Person—Loans to Servants.— At p.498 of 49 SoLicirors’ 
JOURNAL we referred to a decision of Farwell, J., that the usual note 
on a certificate of shares—to the effect that without production of the 
certificate no transfer of the shares can be registered—was not a con- 
tract or representation by the company, but only a warning to the 
shareholder to take care of his certificate. He held, also, 
that the company was not liable to the plaintiff for having 
registered the shares in someone else’s name, but _ this 
decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal on the ground that 
on the facts the company was affected with notice. The Lords 
Justices, however, carefully refrained from expressing any opinion as 
to the soundness of the ruling of the court below as to the effect of 
the note on the certificate, so for the present the decision of 
Farwell, J., on this point must be taken to be thelaw. The only 
importance of the judgments of the Lords Justices is the holding that 
& company having power ‘‘to lend money and generally undertake 
such other financial operations as may be incidental or useful to the 
g‘neral business of the company” may lend money to a confidential 








and faithful servant whose services it may be desirable to retain.— 
RAINFORD v. JAMES KeirH & BLACKMAN Co (C.A., June 6, 1905) 
(1905, 2 Ch. 147). : 

Conveyancing. 


Investment Clause.—An investment clause in a will, after 
authorizing the investment of the trust funds in Government 
securities of Great Britain or India, or any British colony or avy foreign 
state, or in mortgage securities in Great Britain but not in Ireland, 
proceeded “‘ or in the capital stock of the Bank of England, or in the 
stocks, funds, and securities, not payable to bearer, of any corporation 
or company, municipal, commercial, or otherwise.” A summons was 
taken out for the purpose of determining whether the trustees could 
invest in the stocks, funds, or securities of (a)~ any corporation or 
company formed or registered in the United Kingdom, but ing 
on business abroad; or (b) any corporation or company f or 
registered outside the United Kingdom. Both questions were 
answered in the affirmative. Assuming that a company, within the 
meaning of the clause, must be formed or registered in England, 
yet there was no ground for excluding such a company because 
it carried on business abroad. And, moreover, the clause was not 
restricted to English corporations and companies, The word “cor- 
poration ’’ might, it was said, have been so limited, though it is not 
clear why this should be, for corporations are known abroad. But 
the word ‘‘ companies” was not capable of such restriction, and would 
include any unincorporated association, whether here or abroad, so 
pDumerous as not to be fittingly described as a firm.— RE STANLEY 
(Buckley, J., Nov. 3) (54 W. R. 103). 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
WATERHOUSE v. WATERHOUSE. Buckley, J. 22nd Dec. 


Insunction—To Resrrary Son From Enrertnc His Farser’s Hovse— 
REFUSED. 


Action. The plaintiff in this case claimed an injunction to restrain his 
son from remaining or entering or otherwise trespassing upon his house 
and premises. The defendant made default in delivering his defence, and 
on the 16th of December the plaintiff moved for judgment, but his lord- 
ship refused to make any order. Leave was obtained to mention the case 
again, for the purpose of ascertaining whether, as his lordship said that 
he would make no order, the action was dismissed or the order should be 
drawn up. 

stort. al J.—I purposely said that there was to be no order on 
the motion. This action was before me last Saturday as a short 
cause, and I am glad that it has been again mentioned, as, from 
circumstances which have happened since I dispored of the case, 
I am led to believe that the ies concerned have failed to under- 
stand both the procedure under which the judgment was pronounced and 
also the effect of the judgment itself. The action came on as a motion 
for judgment in default of defence. In that procedure the court pro- 
ceeded on the footing that the facts that the plaintiff alleged, and the 
defendaut had not denied, were true. No evidence was adduced, and 
beyond the facts taken to be admitted the court knew no facts. The 
substance of the allegations was that the defendant was the son of the 
plaintiff, and was thirty-five years of age; that he was a qualified 
architect, but declined to do any work or earn his own living, 
and that his father had offered him an allowance for his main- 
tenance away from home, and had forbidden him to reside with him 
or to enter his house. The son, however, insisted on entering and residing 
in the house contrary to his father’s wishes and at his father’s cost. 
The plaintiff said that he had found it impossible to prevent the son 
from entering his house and asked for an injunction to restrain the son from 
remaining in or entering his house. On these facts—the only facts before 
me—lI made no order. An injunction to restrain a trespass is not a matter 
of course. Supposing a man entered another man’s house, or having 
for a seat in the pit of a theatre, insisted on forcing himself into the stalls, 
the proper remedy is a much simpler course than an application 
to the court for an injunction. For aught I know the | tiff in 
this case may entitled to a remedy elsewhere, if he has 
a case, but an injunction is « formidable weapon to be used only 
when justified by such a state of facts as the matter 
within the principles well established in this court which justifies its 
application. In certain circumstances an injuaction restraining the 
defendant. even though he was the plaintiff's son, would be right, but the 
facts alleged in this case are far from justifying an order that a son should 
not enter his po i my The du ‘rd rane ed ather he ane ~ son — 
not come to an end when, by reason a majority or a 
age, he might be properly called upon to provide for himself ) Rey when 
a child is an infant t’s duty to — maintenance and educa- 
tion is of imperfect obligation, and whether in a court of law or of 
equity its t enforcement may be difficult or impossible. 
But the duty ative, Sass the relation existing 
and child, whether tly enforceable or not, is a duty of which 
the parent can in no circumstances divest himself— duty is 
not confined to providing maintenance in infancy or other ny 
It is a duty so to conduct himself in all respects towards his child as is 
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right in him, he being his father. The court, for many purposes, deals 
with questions between parent and child in a manner different from that 
which would be applied as between strangers in blood. As between 
father and son, the court regards not only obligations which were merely 
enforceable, but those which were not merely legal, but might be called 
moral. A son might by his misconduct render it very difficult for a 
father to discharge his parental duties. But the duty remains. The son 
also has his duties, and the father is entitled to use every legitimate 
means to ensure the performance of those duties by the son. But no 
misconduct on the son’s part will abrogate the duty of the father. 
Though there might be a case (as for discharge of his duty to others) 
in which a father might be entitled to forbid his son to enter his house, 
the court will never, except in very grave circumstances, make an order 
which would have the result of severing father and son. There are no 
facts alleged here upon which I should consider it right in this case, even 
if it could be right in any case, to make an order the result of which 
would be that if the son came to see his father, the latter might apply to 
the court to commit the son to prison for breach of an injunction. To use 
every legitimate means to induce or to even drive a man to conduct himself 
as a good son and as a citizen is, of course, right. But this is not a result 
which can be achieved by injunctions of this court. The forces to be 
employed are those of education, example, influence, and guidance from 
childhood and throughout life. These are matters in respect of which a father 
always owes the duty of a father to his sons. Apart from other considera- 
tions, it would be strange if a court of justice were to intervene with 
an order cutting off the son from his father. But for the circumstances 
which I have referred to above, I should have thought it quite 
unnecessary to point out that in making no order I am not affirming that 
the adult son is entitled to insist that his father shall provide him with 
lodging and food in his (the father’s) house, or to compel the father to 
maintain him either there or elsewhere. I made no order, not because 
the son has any such rights as these, but because the father is not entitled 
to the order which he asked. The plaintiff has mistaken his remedy. The 
facts which he alleges, and upon which alone I adjudicate, do not entitle 
him to an order from this court that his son shall not enter his house. 
That is the order for which he asked, and the above are the reasons for 
which I refused to make it.—CovunsEL, Gatey. Soxicrrors, Pilgrim § 
Phillips. 
[Reported by T. Pakexnam Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BOSCHOEK PROPRIETARY CO. (LIM.) v. FUKE. Swinfen Eady, J. 
30th Nov. ; Ist, 2nd, 4th, 5th, and 21st Dec. 
Company—Drnectors’ SHare Qvatirication—Income Tax on Directors’ 
Fees—Mertisc Convenep sy Improperty-aprporntep Direcrors— 
Ratrrication py Meetrse—Scrricient Notice THAT MB&ETING WILL BE 

Asxep to Ratiry Act in Excess or Dimectrors’ AvTHoriry. 


This was an action brought by the plaintiff company against Mr. F. G. 
Fuke and Mr. C. V. Rigby, two of the late directors of the company, 
claiming that the defendants were jointly and severally liable for alleged 
misapplication of moneys of the plaintiff company and to enforce pay- 
ment. The facts were as follows: The plaintiff company was registered 
in November, 1895, with a nominal capital of £360,000 in £1 shares. Of 
this amount £300,000 was issued as fully paid to the vendors, the 
Heidelberg Estates and Exploration Co. (Limited), The remaining 
£60,000, except seven shares taken by the subscribers to the memorandum, 
was never issued. The plaintiff company was the owner of property and 
mining claims in the Transvaal, and in 1899 had borrowed £17,500 
from the Heidelberg Co. for working capital, and had issued debentures 
to that amount. In 1896 the defendant Fuke was appointed secretary 
of the plaintiff company at a salary of £100 a year, and in February, 1900, 
on the Heidelburg Uo. going into voluntary liquidation, he was appointed 
liquidator of that company. ‘The only property of the Heidelberg Co. at 
that date was 276,000 shares of the plaintiff company and the £17,500 
debentures issued to them as before mentioned, and 500 more sharcs in 
the plaintiff company were subsequently recovered in an action by the 
liquidator. In August, 1901, these 500 shares were transferred to “ F. G. 
Fuke, liquidator of the Heidelberg Estates and Exploration Co. (Limited),”’ 
and in September, 1901, he was registered as a shareholder in the plaintiff 
company accordingly. In October, 1901, there were only two directors 
of the plaintiff company. In spite of the fact that by the articles of the 
company there ought never to be less than four directors and their total 
annual remuneration never more than £500 in all, plus a percentage of 
profits, if any, and in spite of the fact that there was no power 
in the articles to appoint a managing director, the two directors 
then remaining purported to hold a board meeting and passed a resolution 
to the following effect: Fuke was to be appointed as managing director of 
the company at a remuneration of £700 a year for two years, and was to 
retain his position as secretary of the company at £100 a year provided 
that he drew only at the rate of £200 a year as managing director until 
the working capital of £60,000, or part of it, was subscribed. At this date 
the interest on the debentures was two or three years in arrear and the 
borrowed money, except about £1,000, was exhausted. Fuke, however, 
obtained the £700 a year for three years less a small sum as is afterwards 
mentioned. In 1902 one of the two other directors died and the other 
parted with the shares necessary to qualify him for director, since by the 
articles of the company a director must hold 250 shares “‘ in his own right.”’ 
After this Fuke ciaimed to be sole director and passed certain transfers of 
shares, including 250 to himself, his previous holding being only of the 
shares held as liquidator of the Heidelberg Co. He atterwards ag wang 
to int as director with himself a Mr. Hughes and the defendant Rigby, 
an gentleman of seventy, with no previous company experience. At 
the first meeting of the new board, Fuke, Rigby, and Hughes, it was 


fees be paid out of the funds of the company, and at another m 
cheques for income tax on the fees of the three directors were drawn, 
Mr. Hughes soon afterwards resigned his position asadirector. Questions 
were afterwards raised as to the validity of past acts of the directors, ang 
on the opinion of counsel being taken certain alterations in the articly 
were recomménded, On the 25th of May, 1903, a general meeting of the 
company was held and the alterations made. In this action it was 
contended that the resolutions passed were invalid owing to the absence of 
a properly-constituted board to convene it. Fuke still continued to be m. 
able to raise any part of the working capital until in December, 1904, a new 
scheme was proposed. Fuke was asked as liquidator of the Heidelberg Qo, 
to sell the shares and debentures of the plaintiff company to a newsyndicate 
to be formed by the Mines and Minerals Oo., which would then advance the 
plaintiff company money to satisfy its liabilities. Fuke then stated that 
the liabilities of the plaintiff company exceeded £2,000, but could be 
settled for that sum. It was now given in evidence that Fuke led the 
Mines and Minerals Co. to suppose that he was greatly out of pocket for 
advances to the plaintiff company whereas in fact the sum of £2,000 was 
mainly made up of arrears of Fuke’s salary of £700 as managing director. Of 
£1,998 10s. 5d. alleged to be due to Fuke £86 was for money advanced to 
the company and the rest for unpaid balance of fees. The Mines and 
Minerals Co. alleged that they were in fact ignorant of the resolution 
appointing Fuke managing director at £700 a year, and that the £2,000 
was mainly composed of out-of-pocket advances. In February, 1905, 
these facts became known and complaint wasmade. The defendant Fuke 
relied upon the plaintiff company having in general meeting assented to 
the payment to him of the £2,000, or rather the balance of the £2,000 then 
found by the new syndicate after payment of other debts and refused to 
refund the payments so made to himself. 


SwryrEn Eapy, J., ina considered judgment, decided that the resolution of 
the 4th of December, 1901, appointing Fuke managing director was invalid as 
being contrary to the articles of the company, in that there were only two 
directors and not four, that the sum named was greater than the total 
sum which the articles allowed, and that there was no power to appoint a 
managing director. Further, Fuke did not hold the shares necessary to 
qualify him at the time ‘‘in his own right’’ as provided by the articles, 
The 250 shares held by him were entered in the name of “ F. G, Fuke, 
liquidator of the Heidelberg Estates and Exploration Co. (Limited) ” ; 
holding ‘‘ shares in his own right ’’ means that a person shall hold sharesin 
such a way that a company can safely deal with him in respect of those 
shares. Then as to whether the plaintiff company had duly confirmed and 
sanctioned the payments made to Fuke. Though there was no validly- 
constituted board to convene a meeting, the meeting which confirmed the 
resolution was summoned by those who had been acting as directors, and 
due notice was given. Any irregularity in that case was a mere informality 
and not sufficient to invalidate any resolution passed at the meeting. But 
the company could not appoint and could not ratify as from December, 
1901, the appointment of Fuke as managing director at £700 a year in 
contravention of the existing articles which, until altered, were binding on 
shareholders and to board alike. The payments of income tax made 
by the board to themselves were also quite unjustifiable. As to 
the transactions at the time when the new _ syndicate paid 
off the liabilities of the company, by virtue of which the defendant 
Fuke claimed that the debt to him for fees had been assented 
to by the company and ratified, his lordship accepted the evidence of the 
directors of the Mines and Minerals Co. on the matter, and said that in 
his opinion Fuke had not intimated to them that the greater part of the 
£2,000 alleged to be owing to him from the company was for unpaid fees and 
not for advances to the company made byhim. As to whether the plaintiff 
company had in general meeting assented to the payment to Fuke of the 
balance of the £2,000 found by the new syndicate, that depended upon 
whether the facts had been sufficiently disclosed. But the claim put 
forward by the defendant was never fairly and properly placed before the 
shareholders of either the plaintiff company or the Heidelburg Co., 
but was put forward as if it had been an admitted indebtedness and no 
notice was given at any meeting of the actual state of facts 
sufficient to create a ratification by the company. ‘The result was 
that out of the £1,629 18s. 10d. received by the defendant 
under the arrangements described above, only £86 for money 
advanced was properly payable, and the balance must be refunded. 
The action also claimed separate relief against the defendant Rigby. It 
was alleged that Rigby had been paid as if for serving as director for two 
years, whereas he was only properly entitled for one year. It was argued 
that though he had been appointed by Fuke on the 3rd of February, 10}, 
and this had been confirmed by the company on the 10th of August, 1903, 
this was not sufficient, since due notice had not been given of the business 
to be transacted. The report convening that meeting contained a para- 
graph: ‘* Directors,—You will be asked to ratify the election of Mr. O, V. 
Rigby as a director, also to elect a new director.’’ For the defendant 
Rigby it was contended that this was sufficient notice, since in Jrvine ¥. 
Union Bank of Australia (25 W. R. 682, 2 A. C. 366), Sir Barnes Peacock, in 
delivering the judgment of the court, had said that their lordships 
were not poss to say that if a report had been circulated 
before a half-yearly peg distinctly giving notice that the directors had 
done an act in excess of their authority, and that the meeting would be 
asked by err ig omy the report to ratify the act, this might not be 
sufficient notice to bring the ratification within the competency of the 
majority of the shareholders present at the half-yearly meeting.’ His 
lordship held that, following that case, there was sufficient notice given to 
the shareholders, and that the ratification was therefore valid,—Covnsel, 
Eve, K.0., and F. Cassel ; Micklem, K.0., and F. Russell ; Gore-Browne, K.C., 
and Austen-Cartmell, Botacrrons, Mayo, Elder, & Oo. ; 0. R. Woolley. 





resolved that the eum of £4 4s, 3d. income tax on the managing director's 





[Reported by C. H. Canpzex Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
CARRINGTONS (LIM.) v. 8. Channell, J. 9th Dec. 


Moxey-Lenpers Act—Ricurt To Retrer—Excesstve Inreresr—Loan Harsn 
anp UNcoNSCIONABLE—MonzEyY-LENDERS Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 51), 
s. 1. 

This was an action to recover a balance of £62 16s. due on a promissory 
note. The defendant claimed relief under the Money-lenders Act. The facts 
of the case areas follows: The defendant is a directorof a publishing company 
and has an income he estimates at £1,000 per annum, derived, however, 

ly from commissions. He estimated that the furniture in his own 

al was worth £3,000, and he had pictures worth £6,000. In 
December, 1904, he owed £150, his creditors were said to.be pressing, 
and, having seen the plaintiffs’ advertisement, he communicated with 
them and borrowed £100, giving a promissory note for £150, payable 
by twelve monthly instalments of £12 10s. The form of the note 
was produced, and it contained a clause that on default in payment of 
any one instalment the whole was to become due. The defendant made 
no objection to the terms or the default clause. He subsequently procured a 
further loan of £50, giving a note therefor for the repayment of £72 by 
six monthly instalments. On the occasion of his signing the second 
promissory note he made a statutory declaration as to his property, 
and when he signed the first note he had given a receipt in which he made 
similar statements. The defendant paid off the whole of the £72 due on 
the second note, and seven out of the twelve instalments on the £150 
note. He then wrote asking the net amount they required, as he had 
already repaid more than the total amount he borrowed, and on their 
refusing to make any reduction offered through a solicitor to pay £16 10s. 
in satisfaction of the plaintiffs’ claim. This was refused and the writ in 
this action was issued. Cur. adv. vult. 

CuANNELL, J., gave judgment for the plaintiffs, in the course of which, 
after stating the above facts, he held that the bargain did not fall within 
the terms of the Money-lenders Act, 1900. The material words of that 
Act were ‘‘when proceedings are taken, and there is evidence which 
satisfies the court that the interest charged in respect of the sum actually 
lent is excessive, or that the sum charged for expenses, &c., are excessive, 
and that in either case the transaction is harsh and unconscionable, or is 
otherwise such that a court of equity would give relief the court may re- 
open the transaction.’’ [he interest in the present case was not excessive 
having regard to all the circumstances of the case. The defendant was in 
a position to bargain on terms of equality with themoney-lender. All the 
money-lender did was to name his price for a loan without security to a 
man whom he did not know, depending only upon his personal assurance 
that he had means to repay. Even if the price was higher than would be 
expected to be agreed to between two parties bargaining on equal terms, 
why is the mere proposal harsh and unconscionable?—CounseL, R. W. 
Atkins ; T. B. Napier. Soutcrrors, White § Co. ; W. S. Crookes. 

[Reported by Avan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


SMITH v. PERRY. Div. Court. 14th Dec. 


CamunaL Law—Inpicrment—Recorp or ConvicTlON—AMENDMENT OF BY 
Justices—Barnes Acr (12 & 13 Vict. c. 45), s. 7—Purtinc RussisH on 
Highway—Hicaway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Wut. 4, c. 50), s. 72. 

This was a case stated by the court of quarter sessions for the county of 
Somerset. On the lst of July, 1904, the appellarft*Smith, who was the 
surveyor to the urban council of Minehead, was summoned for having 
wilawfully laid a quantity of rubble on the highway to the interruption or 
personal danger of any person travelling thereon contrary to section 72 of 
the Highway Act, 1835. 


The appellant was convicted, the record 
of conviction being in the following terms: ‘‘ Woolston Smith 
this day convicted before this court for that he, on 


the 7th of May, 1904, at the parish of Minehead . . . 
valawfully did lay a quantity of rubble upon a certain highway there 
situate to the interruption or personal danger of any person travelli 
thereon.” Smith appealed to quarter sessions on the — (inter alia) that 
the conviction was bad in law on the face of it, and that it was against the 
weight of evidence. A copy of the conviction was filed on the 7th of 
October, and on the 15th of October an amended copy of the conviction 
was filed in the following terms : ‘‘ Woolston Smith is this day convicted for 
that he... unlawfully did lay a quantity of rubble upon a certain highway 
.., to the interruption and personal danger of any person travelling there- 
on.” On theappeal coming on for hearing counsel for the appellant took 
the preliminary point that the conviction was bad on its face as disclosing 
two offences stated alternatively. The justices held that the first record 
of the conviction was drawn up in error and did not correctly represent 
the decision of the justices, and they decided to treat the amended record of 
the conviction as the proper legal record of the conviction, ‘Thereu 
counsel for the appellant contended that the conviction was equally 

on its face as disclosing two offences stated cumulatively. ‘The court 
held that the words in section 72 of the Highway Act, 1835, under 
Which the appellant was convicted, did not create two affences, but one, 
and accordingly rejected the contention of the appellant's counsel. The 
evidence shewed that two police officers saw a large manhole on the road in 
question, and that there was a large heap of rubble round the hole, which 
Was unlighted and unprotected. They admitted in cross-examination 
that they had previously seen the rubble, and that they knew it was there. 
For the appellant it was contended that there was no evidence that any 
person was travelling on the highway, or that any person was interrupted 
or endangered, and for the respondent it was contended it 
Was not necessary to give any evidence of any person being interrupted or 
tdangered, but that if it was the police officers were such persons, 








The court of quarter sessions affirmed the conviction, being of opinion that 
there was evidence to shew the police officers were interrupted and 
endangered on their beat. By section 72 of the Highway Act, 1835, “if 
any shall lay any timber, stone, hay, straw, dung, manure, lime, 
soil, ashes, rubbish, or other matter or whatsoever u such high- 
way, to the injury of such highway, or to the injury, interruption, or 
personal danger of any person travelling thereon.”’ 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstonz, 0.J., and Rivtey and Lawranceg, JJ.) 
affirmed the conviction and dismissed the appeal.—Counszt, F. G. Lushington 
and F. E. Weatherly ; Avory, K.C., and Wethered. Soricrrors, Sismey § Cook, 
— Minehead ; Rawle, Johnston, § Co., for Joyce, Davis, § Kisdon, 

illiton. 

{Reported by Aan Hoga, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


BROOKS v. BAKER. Div. Court. 8th Nov. 


Recistration Law—Ownersuie Vore—OCiarmant’s Servant Occupyine 
Quatiryinc Tenement — Wuerazr Occupation or Servant Ovsts 
Occupation or CLatmant—REPRESENTATION OF Peropie Act, 1884 (48 
Vict. c. 3), s. 3. 


This was a case stated by the Revising Barrister for the Tewkesbury 
Division of Gloucester, and raised the question as to the right of 
the owner of a freehold property in the borough of Cheltenham 
to qualify as an ownership voter for the Tewkesbury Division. It appeared 
from the special case that the respondents clai to have their names 
entered in the Parliamentary ownership list for Cheltenham. The following 
were the facts admitted in the case of Baker: Baker is the owner of Weimar 
House and grounds of Weimar Co referred to in the fourth 
ground of the claim. Weimar House grounds are occupied by the 
claimant, and he is on the occupation list of the register for the borough 
of Cheltenham in respect of such es with the description 
‘* dwelling-house’’ as his qualification. eimar Cottage stands within 
the grounds of Weimar House, but apart from it. It is occupied by the 
claimant’s gardener, Moore, who by reason of his service is entitled to 
occupy it. Moore is on the occupiers’ list, Division 2 (Service), of the said 
register in respect of such occupation, and it is admitted that he is 
properly so registered. It was contended that the occupation of Moore 
was the occupation of the claimant, and that by reason of section 24 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1832, the claimant being so on the 
Parliamentary register for the borough of Cheltenham, was not entitled 
to qualify as ownership voter for the northern or Tewkesbury Division of 
the county of Gloucester in respect of the cottage. The revising barrister 
was of opinion that Moore was an inhabitant occupier as tenant within the 
meaning of section 3 of the Representation of the People Act, 1884; 
therefore the claimant was not the occupier of the cottage, and that he 
had a good qualification in respect of it as a freeholder, the value not being 
in question, and he allowed hisclaim. The other respondents were objected 
to on the same grounds, the facts in all the cases being precisely similar. 
By section 3 of the Re ion of the People Act, 1584, ‘‘ where a man 
himself inhabits any dwelling-house by virtue of any office, service, or 
employment, the dwelling-house is not inhabited by any person under 
whom such man serves in such office, service, or employment, he shall be 
deemed for the p of this Act and of the tation of the 
People Act, 1884, to be an inhabitant occupier of such dwelling-house asa 
tenant.” For the appellant it was conten: that the effect of the above 
section was not to oust the occupation of Baker altogether, but only for 
the purposes of the Act. If the revising barrister was right the franchise 
would be extended in a manner not intended by the Legislature. Counsel 
referred to Dodson v. Jones (5 Man. & G. 113) and M’ Mean v. Prichard § 
Tillstone (20 Q. B. D. 285). 

Tur Covrr (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Wiis and Daxurxe, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and erased the respondents’ names from the list. 

Lord Atversrone, C.J.—I think that the argument of counsel as to the 
object of the Act of 1834, as e sed in the notice, is wellfounded. The 
section was passed simply for the pu of giving to the inhabitant, by 
reason of service, a vote as an 1 itant occupier. The effect of the 
section was that Moore was to be “‘deemed”’ an inhabitant occupier. 
Does that fact put the owner, the respondent, out of occupation so that he 
cannot claim to vote for the county division. There is nothing to shew 
that Baker has been out of occupation. The words in section 3 are that 
the inhabitant occupier is to be deemed ‘‘an"’ inhabitant occupier, not 
‘*the’? inhabitant occupier, so that the occupation of Moore did not 
necessarily exclude that of Baker. Ido not think the section was intended 
to extend the franchise, which would be the result if the respondent's 
contention was correct.—CovunssL, Clay; R. M. Monigomery, Soxrcrrors, 
Ayrton, Biscoe, $ Barclay ; Russell-Cooke $ Co. 

[Reported by Atay Hoe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 








The Poor Law Commission met this week at the sper aay under the 
chairmanship of Lord George Hamilton, to hear evi for the first 
time. Mr. Adrian, K.C., legal adviser to the Local Government Board, 
made a statement as to the condition of the law on the subject, and had 
not concluded his evidence when the commission adjourned. Com- 
mission propose to continue the sittings two days a week for the present. 
The directors of the Midland Railway Co. b 

solicitor, at wage oder oo Grand Hotel, be “es, = 
Tu e , the man, Sir est Paget, % . Beale 
was presented with his portrait, painted by Mr. tiRnn Nucleon, wader 
commission members of the Midland board. 
Mr. Beale retired from the solicitorship of the Midland Company in June 


last, after forty years’ service, and has been elected to a seat at the board. 
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New Orders, &c. 


The Aliens Act, 1905. 


In pursuance of section 1 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, notice is 
of State for the Home Department 
proposes, at the expiration of forty days from the publication of this notice, 


hereby given, that the Secretary 


to make the following Order : 


Any alien in whose case a Certificate has been given by a Court, 
with a view to the making of an expulsion order under the Aliens Act, 
1905, and who is confined in any prison until the Secretary of State 
has decided upon his case, may be photographed and measured in the 
same way as a criminal prisoner; and by the Regulations, dated 
20th June, 1836, made by the Secretary of State under section 8 of 
the Penal Servitude Act, 1891, shall apply to such prisoners 


accordingly. 


Copies of the draft of the proposed Order may be obtained from the 


Home Office, Whitehall, S.W. 
Whitehall, 5th January, 1906. 





Notice is hereby given, that on the 38rd instant, the Lord Chancellor 
made Rules under section 29 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, for 


the purposes of the Aliens Act, 1905. 


Copies of the Rules may be purchased at the Sale Office for Official 


Pablications, Messrs. Wyman & Sons, Fetter-lane, Fleet-street, E.C, 
Whitehall, 5th January, 1906. 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hail of the society, on Friday, the 26th of January, at two o’clock, for 


the purposes hereinafter mentioned. 


Tne Paesipent will present the special prizes awarded to successful 
candidates for the year 1905, and also the prizes for the June and November 


Final Examinations, 1905. 


Mr. F. Aumiracez will move: ‘‘ That this society condemns the practice 
of some commissioners for oaths in habitually accepting less than the 
authorized fees, and desires the Council to make known in its monthly 
circular the fact that such conduct entails the risk of revocation of the 


commission. 


Mr. Cuantes Forp will move: ‘‘That it be referred to the Council to 
consider and report to the next general meeting of the society as to whether 


the profession is not in an overcrowded condition, and if so whether, in 


the interests of the public and of the profession, the Council can 
recommend to the society some ref.rm calculated to stay the growth of 


such an evil.”’ 

Mr. Cuartes Foxp will ask: ‘‘ Whether the Council have discontinued, 
or propose to discontinue, the plan of teaching law to articled law students 
by means of correspondence through the Post Office? ”’ 

Mr. Cuanres Forp will ask: ‘‘ Whetherit is a fact that the Council 
recently added ‘ book-keeping’ as a subject for examination to be passed 
by articled clerks, at the instance of the Chester and North Wales Law 
Societys Why the Council discontinued its examinations on this subject 
in or about the year 1870, and why the Council has revived this examina- 
tion and whether it is proposed to give lectures on book-keeping, and to 
teach book-keeping by means of correspondence through the Post Office, 
or how otherwise to impart knowledge on this subject; ’’ 

Mr. Cuautrs Foxp will move: ‘This general meeting observes with 
satisfaction the inclusion of solicitors of the Supreme Court in the new 
Cabinet, and trusts that these appointments may contribute to the passing 
of some of those long-delayed measures of reform urgently needed in the 
interests of the public and the profession.”’ 

Mr. Cuantes Foup will ask: School of Law.—‘‘ How far, if at all, the 
position of this urgent question has altered since the time when the Presi- 
dent of the society dealt with it in his address at Leeds; and to ask what 
stepe, if any, the Council are now taking to secure the application of the 
large funds available for the establishment of a School of Law, and 
whether one of more of the Inas of Court are now obstructing the scheme ; 
also whether in view of the change of the Imperial Government the 
Council propose to press the question anew upon the attention of the 
proper authorities ¢’ KE. W. Witi1ameson, Secretary. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held | 
at the Law Bociety’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 10th inst., Mr. Richard | 


Walter Tweedie in the chair, the other directors present being Sir George 
Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. Charles Goddard, W. H. Gray, J Roger B, 
Gregory, L. W. North Hickley, C. G. May, Richard Pennington, J.P, 
W. Aithur Sharpe, Fravk W. Stone (Tunbridge Wells), and J, T. cot 
(secretary). A sui of £425 was distributed in grante of relief, nine new 
inemberes were admitted to the atsvciation, and other general business was 
transacted. 








It was announced that on Friday the Lord Chancellor, Lord Loreburn, 
would sit with Court of Appeal No, 7. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Jan. 16.—The subject for dig 
cussion was: ‘‘ That the case of Re Oliver’s Settlement, Evered v. Leigh (J 
1 Ch. 191) (Election— Real estate—Appointment void for remoteness) wag 
wrongly decided.’’ Mr. H. T. Thomson opened in the affirmative ; Mr, P, 
Oates opened in the negative; Mr. A. O. Dowding seconded in th 
affirmative ; Mr. W. M. Pleadwell seconded in the negative. The folloy. 
ing members also spoke: Messrs. Harnett, Eves, and Hill. The moti 
was lost by two votes. 


Obituary. 
Mr. B. Burdekin. 


We regret to announce the death, on Monday last, of Mr. Benjamin 
Burdekin, solicitor, of Sheffield. After serving his articles with Mr. Albert 
Smith, of Sheffield, Mr. Burdekin was admitted in 1855, and commenced 
business by himself. He subsequently entered into partner-hip with Mr, 
J. W. Pye-Smith, afterwards town clerk of Sheffield. At his death Mr, 
Burdekin was at the head of the well-known firm of Burdekin, Benson, & 
Burdekins. He served the office of president of the Sheffield aud District 
Incorporated Law Society and was very active in Church and benevolent 
matters in Sheffield. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Justice Svrroy has received the Honour of Knighthood. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


As from the 3lst of December, 1905, Mr. James Bourne Benson, LL.D, 
retires from the firm of Benson & Llewellyn Davies, of 1, Clement’s-ina, 
W.C., and that busin«ss is amalgamated with the business of Withers & 
Withers, of Howard House, 4, Arundel-street, Strand, London. The 
partners of the joint firm will be John J. Withers, C. Llewelyn Davies, 
T. Withers, and W. &. M. Benson, who will carry ou business under the 
style of Withers, Bensons, Withers, & Davies, at Howard House, 4, 
Arundel-street, Strand, London. 


Dissolutions. 


Georce Hotme Bower, Lionet Francis Corron, and Tuomas Hore 
Bower, solicitors (Bower, Cotton, & Bower), 4, Bream’s - buildings, 
Chancery-lane, London. Dec. 31. The said George Holme Bower and 
Thomas Holme Bowez will in future carry on the said business on theirown 
account, under the same style or firm ot Bower, Cotton, & Bower. 


Wittusm Georce ALtnert Epwarps and Samvugt Burnerr Cones, 
solicitors (Edwards & Cohen), Audrey House, Ely-place, and 3, Coleman- 
street, London. Dec. 31. 

Hervext Curroxp Gosxut and Faank Trernay, solicitors (1. Clifford 
Gosnell & Tiernay), 73 and 75, 'insbury-pavement, London. ec, 41. 


Wa rex Sravrogp Gusraup and Everyn WapprncrTon, solicitors (Custard 
& Waddington), Usk and Newport. Dec. 31, Mr. W. 8. Gustard will camry 
on business in his own name at Newport and Mr. E, Waddington at Usk. 


Hesuy Wiuiuram Jones and Exxior Francis Barer, solicitors (Jones & 
Son), Colchester. Dec. 25, 1004, 


James Wuanton Moony and Exnesr Moorr, solicitors (J. W. Moore 
& Son), Bradford and Halifax. Dec. 30. The said Ernest Moore, ia 
partnership with Leonard Shepherd, will continue the said practice under 
the style or firm of Moore & Shepherd. 


Joun Hestixscron Prrcuvoxrn, Ricnarp Francis Henry Kuno, and 
Epwasv Horvs Hvews, solicitors (Pitchforth, King, & Heelis), 2, 
Bucklersbury, London Dec, 30. 


Atraep Huon Katou Squree and Maurice Lancetor Wess, solicitors 
(Squire & Webb), 8, Union-court, Uld Broad-sfreet, London. Dec. 30, 


Wim Henry Wooipuiweor and Henry Pirypern Wirton, solicitors 
(Wooldridge & Wilton), Sandown, Newport, and Ventnor, Dec. 30, 
[Ga velle, Jan. 5, 

Auruva Fourerer Wacxen, Samver Royeur Tayton, and Anpxew Bar 
Bixwun, solicitors (Shelton, Walker, & Taylor), 3, New-court, Lincoln's 
inn, London, and at Wolverhampton, Jan. 1. ‘lhe practice will hence 
forth be carried on by the said Arthur Forester Walker and Andrew Hay 
Bikker. 


Howacy Paux Scariyy and Sanves Lvonanp Hunt, solicitors (Scatliff & 





Hunt), 6, Lancaster-place, Strand, London, Dec. 31. [Gazctie, Jand, 


Jan. 13, 1906, 
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General. 


Sir William Snowdon Robson, K.C., Solicitor-General, Recorder of New- 
castle, presided at the city quarter sessions this week, and, there being no 
new case for trial, was presented with a pair of white gloves by the 
mayor. The recorder said he had felt it his duty to submit his 
resignation of the recordership after having held it for ten years. 

In the course of his evidence last week, before the Arterial Drainage 
Commission, says the Zimes Dublin correspondent, Mr. W. F. Builey, one 
of the Estates Commissioners, gave a sketch of the operation of uhe Land 
Purchare Acts. He said that under previous Acts~ there were in twenty- 
five years 75,000 purchasers at. a price of £25,000,000. Under the Act of 
1903 there were in two years 88,000 purchasers at a price of £33,800,000. 
About one-third of the tenants of Ireland had purchased. The average 
price paid so far had been 24°8, or nearly twenty-five years’ purchase. 


Sir Robert Reid, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, has not had so 
long to wait for his peerage as had Sir Robert Hurley, afterwards Baron 
Henley and Earl of Northington. He became Lord Keeper on the 30th 
of June, 1757, but remained a commoner till the 27th of March, 1760, 
when he was created Baron Henley, of Grange, in the county of South- 
ampton, on his appointment as Lord High Steward to preside over the 
trial for murder ot Lord Ferrers. He was appointed ‘‘ Lord Chancellor” 
instead cf ‘‘ Lord Keeper’’ and was raised to an earldom on the accession 
of King George III. 


A Chicago journal gives the following incident in the course of legal 
proceedings. ‘The Court (Judge Kavanagh) : Iwill allow you 480 dols. 
for your services in the matter. Attorney: If your honour please, I 
thiuk my bill should be allowed in full—600 dols. Probably your honour 
has omitted a very important item, the work done on Sunday. ‘lhe 
Court: 1 did not count that. You should have been attending to your 
religious duties on that day. Attorney: [ esteemed it a religious duty to 
defeat these scoundrels. The Court: For that you get your reward here- 
after. Mr. Clerk, enter the attorney’s compensation ‘‘ 480 dols. here, 
120 dols, in Heaven.’’ 


Sir Ford North, who attained the age of seventy-six this week, is, says 
the Evening Standard, ‘‘ an entomologist as well as a famous lawyer. He 
resigned his judgeship in the Chancery Division in 1900, after qualifying 
fora pension, and he has since been\devoting himself to a country life and 
to his butterflies and moths. He is a member of the Royal Society, and 
attached to his town house at Hyde Park is a museum which contain some 
yery rare specimens of insect life’’ [Is our esteemed cont2mporary’s 
information correct? The late judge’s collection of ‘‘ rare specimens ”’ 
of artificial flies is well known, but we, at any rate, never heard of his 
butterflies and moths. ] 


In consequence of the death of the Clerk of the Peace for Chester a 
remarkable legal difficulty arose at the City Quarter Sessions, says the 
Times, A special meeting of the town council had been convened to fill 
the vacancy, but the council, acting against the advice of their clerk and 
also the recorder, deferred making the new appointment, requesting the 
recorder to ask the deputy-clerk of the peace to act at the sessions. On 
taking his seat the recorder, Sir Horatio Lloyd, said the late clerk of the 
peace hada deputy, but, owing to an omission in the Municipal Corpora- 
tiovs Act, the position of the deputy ceased with the clerk’s life. The 
town council were told by their legal adviser of the @ifliculty, but they 
declined to act, and postponed the matter till the next council. He had 
been placed in a dilemma, and he was sitting there with grave doubts as 
to the legality of that court. Being unable to adjourn, he availed himself 
of the suggestion to ask Mr. Way, the deputy clerk, to act, but he was 
airaid it would involve his writing to the Secretary of State, and possibly 
he might think it necessary to pass a short Act of Parliament to legalize 
the proceedings that day and to prevent such a contingency as this in 
future, At a later stage, when the recorder came to pass sentence on two 
prisoners, who pleaded guilty, he said he declined absolutely to take the 
responsibility of punishing them. If they were men of position, influence, 
and means they could probably upset the p:oceedings of that court by 
having a writ of error. He should get out of the difficulty by giving them 
tach imprisonment for one day, so they could go at ounce. They must 
rs thank him for that leniency ; they must thank the corporation of 

ster, 


Justice is not so blind as sculptors represent, says the Brening Standard, 
orthe young Parisienne who is just now engaging the attention of the 
French courts would not have had such success from throwing herself into 
4 trance for the jury to stick pins into her, A couple of years ago a 
German artist danced in court before the judges whom a Miss Loie Fuller 
had asked to condemn ber for plagiarism. We have had the planchette 
in our own courts; we have had the phonograph, the automatic musical 
box, and working models innumerable of other wayside attractions, Soft 
music floated recently through the court over which Mr, Lane presides. 

magistrate looked up at the ceiling, at the walls, and at the 
Widows, ‘he sounds really proceeded from a musical album which 
himmed merrily upon being opened, It had been stolen, and was now 
tt to work by the unsuspecting constable who had to produce it, 
As recent cases show, it is surprising what can be crowded into a court of 
lav, In one action there were trusses of hay and straw and clover; in 
iether, a ship's boiler, which was somewhere on the premises, was fre- 
tly mentioned The not inconsiderable model of an estate filled a 
table, and phonograpbio ‘* records’ entertained another court for a 

» But they get more ceric things than these, ** Whose bone is that?” 

Mr. Kemp, K.©., a8 he sorted out a collarbone from a "bus 
Wieel and a bundle of X-ray photographs. Nobody could tell; it was 


sat 





only there for the purpose of illustration. The same 2 was served 


by a complete human spinal column. The latter h 


materially in 


get'ing a verdict of £1,950 for the man whose case it was brought to 


support. 


_ The Local Government Board has addressed to rural district councils a 
circular in which they say that it appears from a parliamentary return 
to new streets and buildings in force 
in the iural districts of England and Wales, that throughout the whole of 
169 and in parts of 114 rural districts bye-laws are in force based on what 


relating to the bye-laws with res 


is known as the Urban Model Series 


. 


Since the issue of this code, which 


was primarily intended for use in urban districts, it has been strongly 
urged that its adoption in districts which are of a rural character has led to 
interference with reasonable building operations, and the board feel 
that a series of bye-laws so extensive as the Urban Model is not se 
for a district or part of a district quite rural in character, where little 
building is going on and aggregations of population are not likely 
In such cases it is considered that 
a less elaborate code of building regulations would generally be 
found sufficient. In order to meet the requirements of such locali- 
ties the board in 1901 compiled a model series of building bye-laws 
for rural districts, dealing only with the subjects which appeared to them 
to be most in need of regulation and control in such tricts from a 
sanitary point of view. The board will be glad if the rural district council 
would carefully review the circumstances of their district for the purpose 
of seeing whether any modification of the present bye-laws is desirable, and 
whether any part of the district might more suitably be placed under a 
series based on the Rural Model, or, if this is not thought suitable, by 
such a series supplemented by a limited selection of clauses from the 
Urban Model. Even where it is considered that the full code of bye-laws 
should be retained, the existing bye-laws, unless made very recently, might 
with advantage b+ reviewed m connection with the latest form of the 
Urban Model. This contains many additions and modifications based on 
the experience of the working of the old model, and at the same time is 
framed so as to give more elasticity in the administration of the bye-laws. 


to develop in the near future. 








Fixep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain Ss. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaisraars ix ATTENDANCE oN 





Date. Emercency Aprsat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

~ TA. No. 2. Ksxewica. Farwet. 

Monday, Jan ..15 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
Tuesda: +16 Jackson Ch R. Leach 

Wednesday 17 R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday ..... 18 Godirey Church R. Leach 

SS ORE Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Saturday 20... ..ccorceere BD Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 

Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buckury. Jorcs. Swivess Eavy. Wasarmeror. 


Monday, Jan. .. 








15 Mr, Jackson Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
; < Beal W. Leach 


Wednend rhs "3 J — a Carrington Ki 
Vednesday .. eT acksun ing 
Thursday .... 18 Pemberton King Beal Farmer 
ee, Jackson Farmer Carrington Church 
Saturday... soe. .cecoreedd Pemberton King Beal Greswell 





HILARY SITTINGS, 1906. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Arrgat Court I. 
The Business to be takea in this Court will, 
from time to time, be annuunced in the 
Daily Cause List, 


Arrgat Cover IT, 
The Business to be takea in this Court will, 
from time to time, be aarounced in the 
Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cnaxceny Court I. 

Mr. Jusrics KEKEWICH, 

The following will be the Order of 

Business : 

Monday—Sums ia Chambers 

Tuesday — Sht caus, pets, and ad) sums 

Wednesday and Thureday—Ad) sums , 

Friday- Mots (except Jan, 1gth) and adj 
sums 

N.B.—The first day of the Thars- 
pg eral Ah oy 

Satunlay— Adjd sums 


Actions without witnesses (pet marked 
short) and further considerations will be 
heard on days from time totime announced 
in Daily Gause List. 

Short Causs will be put into Tuesday's 
List on the necessary — ancluding 
minutes) being left wi the judge's 


Retained Actions with Witnesses will be 


taken on days to be announced im the 
Daily Cause Last. 


Loap Cuaycerioa’s Covet. 
Ma Justws FARWELL. 

Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Fauwerr will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses daily throughout the Sittings. 


Cuarosay Covar IT, 
Ma, Jverice BUCKLEY, 
Except when other Business is advertised im 
the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Bo cai BY 
will take oy Writwesses @ally 
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Cuancery Court III. 

Mr. Justice JOYCE. 
Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 


Joyce will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses daily throughout the Sittings. 


Cuancery Court IV. 
Mr. Justices SWINFEN EADY. 
Thurs,, Jan. 11...Mots and gen pa 


Friday ..... 12,,.General per 
Saturday 18 | pemetes and Manchester 


Monday ......15...8itting in chambers 
...16...8ht caus, pets, anc gen pa 
Wednesday 17 

Thursday vist General paper 

iday ...... 19...Mots and gen pa 
.--20...Sht caus, out gen pa 


esday ...23 
‘Wednesday 24 > General paper 
Thursday ...25 
Friday ...... 26.. Mots and gen pa 
nchester and Liverpool 


Ma: 
Saturday ...27 | Susimose 


Monday ... . 29...8itting in chambers 


Tuesday ...30...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 
Thee k's | Gener pene 
Friday ...... 2...Mots and gen pa 

y ... 3...8ht caus, pets, and gen pa 
Monday...... 5...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 6 
‘Wednesday 7 General paper 
Thursday ... 8 
Friday ...... +o — gen. — sic 

§ Liverpool an anchester 

Saturday ...10} business 


Monday......12...Sitting in chambers 





Ea an Ar} ..Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Wednesday 14) 

Thursday ...15 5 General paper 

Friday ... . 16...Mots and gen pa 

Saturday ...17...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Monday......19...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...20 

‘Wednesday 21 General paper 

Thursday ...22 

Friday ...... 23 aan ae gen pe 7 : 
nchester an iver poo. 

Saturday ...2« | ance Pe 

Monday .....26 Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...27.. Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

beg A. ' General paper 

Friday ...... 2...Mots and gen pa 

Saturday ... 3...8ht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Monday...... 5...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ... 6 

Wednesday 7 General paper 

Thursday ... 8 

Friday ...... 9...Mots and gen pa 

re tae 10! Liverpool and Manchester 

Monday .....12 .. Sitting in chambers 


a A ...13 . Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 
Thursday ’15 | “eneral paper 
Friday ...... 16...Motsand gen pa 
Saturday ...17.. Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 
Monday......19.,.8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...20 

General paper 
22 


riday ... '23...Mots soe gen pa 
94 ) Manchester and Liverpool 

Saturday ...24} > Aree 

Monday......26 ..8itting in chambers 

a a i ay Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Thursday ~ 29 | General paper 

Friday ..... 30 . Mots and gen pa 

Saturday ...31 . Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 


Mon., April 2 ..8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 3 

Wednesday ‘| General paper 
Thursday ... 5 

Friday ...... 6...Mots and gen 


Saturday .., 7 f pane and staster 
Monday..... 


9...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday..,...10...8ht caus, pets, and gen pa 
Wednesday 11...General paper 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 

judgment or order must be left 
in Court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
Paper. In default the cause will not be 
put in the Paper. 


N.B.—The following papers on further con- 
sideration are required for the use of the 
judge, viz. :—T'wo copies of minutes of the 
proposed een or order, 1 copy plead- 

, and 1 copy master’s certificate, 
ich must be left in court with the 
judge's clerk one clear day before the 
consideration is ready to come into 

the paper. 





Kine’s Bencu Court. 
Meg. Justice WARRINGTON. 


Thurs.,Jan.11..,Mots 
Friday ......12...Non-wit list 


Saturday ...18 sums, and non-wit list 
Monday...,..15 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 16 { Companies Acts and non- 
Wednesday 17 | w aie 

Thoreiay »18 | Nou-wit list 

sicgne 19.,.Mots and non-wit list 


Friday 
‘ Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...2) sums and non-wit list 


Monday..,...22 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .. 2 {oe Acts and non- 
Wednesday 24 +4 

Thursday ...25 Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 26 ..Mots and non-wit list 

Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...27 sums, and non-wit list 
Monday......29...Sitting in chambers 

Companies Acts and non- 

Tuesday 80 | et list 
Wednesday 31 } “wit j 
Thurs, Feb. 15 Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 2...Mots and non-wit list 


Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ... 3 { sums, and non-wit list 


Monday....., 5...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... o | Companies Acts and non- 


Wednesday 7 +6 15 
Thursday ... 3} Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 9...Mots and non-wit list 
, i. ( Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...10 { sums, and al list 
Monday ...12...Sitting in chambers 
{Companies Acts and non- 
parr A +18 ) wit list 
ay l4t nw wt i 
Thursday 15 | Nou-wit list 
Friday ......16...Mots and non-wit list 
Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...17 sums and non-wit list 
Monday......19...Sitting in chambers 
§ Companies Acts and non- 
Tuesday ...20) wit list 
Wednesday 21 as te 
Thursday ...22 i Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 23 Mots and non-wit list 
Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...24 sums, and non-wit list 


Monday...... 26...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...27 Companies Acts and non- 


Weleaat wit list 
Vednesday 28 | x 2 120 
Thurs., Mar. 1 j Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 2,..Mots and non-wit list 
saturday .. 9{ Sot coms, pote, procedure 
Monday... .. 5...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... of Companies Acts and Non- 
Peels | Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 9 i and non-wit me 
. { Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday .. 10 ( sums, and non-wit list 
Monday ......12.,.Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday .... 13 


Wednesday 14 } 
Thursday ...15 § 


wit list 
Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 16 ..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...17 ) Sht caus, pets, and non-wit | 
ve (list 
Monday...,, 19 . one in chambers 
¢ vompanies Acts and non- 
Tuesday .. 20 wit list “ 
Wednesday 2. sont lt 


Friday ..... 23. _ and non-wit list 

o4f Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday .. 24 (sums, and non-wit list 
Monday..,.26 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...27 = Acts and non- 
Toeegety 35 | Non-wit list 
Friday ......30...Mots and non-wit list 

Sht caus, pets, procedure 

Saturday -o il } sums, and non-wit list 
Mon., April 2...Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday...... 3 } a9 Acts and non- 
Wednesday 4),, - 
Thursday ...5 § Non-wit list 


Friday ....... 6... Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday {sums and non-wit list 
Monday ...... 9.,.8itting in chambers 
Tuesday i wit list 

Wednesday 11,,,Remaining Matters 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 


Sht caus, pets, procedure | 





















































Companies Acts and non- | 


7 /Sht caus, pets, procedure ; 


19 | Companies Acts and non- | 
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Circuits of the Judges. 


The following judge will remain in town: Darurne J., during the whole 
of the Circuits ; the other judges till their respective commission days. 
Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
frst working day ; in other cases the note appended to the name of the 
Circuit. Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
In the case of Circuit Towns to which two judges go there will be 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1906. 


_The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 

time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved, 

r (General List.) 
ttomey-General and ors vy ET Odell appl of applts from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich (¢ a v Dec 8) (Heard before Vaughan Williams, 
Stirling, and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ.) 
The Mayor. Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Swansea v The 
el Telephone Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
uuckley (c a v Dec 14, 1905) (Heard before Vaughan Williams, Stirling, 
and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 


AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 
(General List.) 
1904 


Cowper and anr v Milburn appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated June 14, 1904, and cross-notice by defendants, dated 
Nov 4, 1904 psy heard) Sept 15 

Hertfordshire County Council v The New River Co 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 16, 1 


March 1) Sept 30 

In re Huggins’ and In re Mariotti’s Trusts and in the Matter of the 
Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 appl of applicant A V 
Mariotti from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Aug 8, 1 (so for 


consent, Nov 7, 1905) Nov8& 


sppl of pltffs from 
(s o not before 


1905. 
Sirdar Rubber Co and anr v Wa , Western, & Co “ppl of "oom 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen , dated Feb 18, 1905 i 


Anderson v Holcombe and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 3,1905 (restored Nov 29, 1905) March 3 

In re Nisbett and Potts’ Contract and In re Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874 appl of F V Nisbet from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March, 
17,1905 April 1 

Chang Yen Mao and anr v Moreing and ors appl of defts 0 A Moreing 
and B Moreing & Co from judgt of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 1, 
1905 April 26 

Chang Yen Maov Moreingand ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated March 1, 1905 April 26 

McNaught v Dawson appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated May 13,1905 May 20 

Mattocks v Jones appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Feb 21, 1905 May 22 

Bonnard v Dott appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
May 10,1905 May 25 

Part vy Bond and anr appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
May 26,1905 May 30 

In re Jackson and Haden’s Contract and In the Matter of the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 appl of D Jackson and ors from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated March 29,1905 June 6 

The Robinson Printing Co ld v Chic ld and ors applof defts from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 14, 1905 June 9 

The New Inverted Incandescent Gas Lamp Co ld v Globe Light 1d appl 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 23,1905 June 9 

Villar v Gilbey appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 
May 30, 1905 June 20 

Hooper v Herts and anr appt of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 


dated June 14, 1905 June 23 

In re Moulton, dee Grahame v Moulton, dec appl of pltff from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 3,1905 June 23 

Pedrette v Brighton Corpn appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated May 8, 1905 June2 

Bailey and anr v Lawrence, Airey, & Co appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Farwell, dated June 21,1905 June 24 

Haskell Golf Ball Co v Hutchinson & Main . appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated June 28, 1905 June 28 

In re Henry Thomas Paul, dec Paul v Paul appl of ys from order of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated May 27,1905 June 29 

In re Jessie Elizabeth Edwards,dec Jones v Jones andanr appl of pitff 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated April 14,1905 July 12 

Slingsby v The Bradford Patent Truck and Trolley Co appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 6, 1905 July 13 

In re Francis Jane Hole, dec Davies vy Witts In re Horatio Davis, dec 
Davis v Davies In re Francis Jane Hole, dec Davis v Davies In re 
Davis, dec Northbourne v Trower appl of defts and ors from order of 
Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 26, 1 July 14 

Tunnicliffe & Hampson 1d v West Leigh Colliery Cold appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated June 24, 1905 Say 15 

In re Scholefield, dec Scholefield and anr vSt John andors appl of deft 
Helen St John from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated July 14, 1905 
July 18 Inre Young, dec Smith and anrv St Johnandanr appl of 
deft Helen St John from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 
14, 1905 July 18 

Morgan and anr v The Great Western Colliery Co 1d appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 2, 1905 July 22 

Zarifi (widow) v Moss (widow) and ors eppl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated July 18,1905 July 24 

In re Crossman, dec, and In re Crossman’s Settled Estates, and In re The 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1900, and In re The Finance Acts, 1874 to 
1900 Crossman v Crossman eppl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated July 7, 1 July 25 

In re The Taxation of a Bill of Costs and In the Matter of C J Smith, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court appl of C J Smith from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated July 14,1905 July 25 

The District Messenger and Theatre Ticket ld v The Piccadilly Art 
Galleries Co ld and anr appl of defts The Piccadilly Art Galleries from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 13, 1905 (produce order) July 

27 Same vSame appl of V Benoist from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 

dated July 13, 1905 (produce weve Mle | 27 

In re The Church Army Attorney-General v The Church Army (Incor- 
porated) appl of Attorney-General from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 

B se jam Corp ey te 3 ae Canal Ni of pltffs from 
irmingham n Vv Bir avigators a 
order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 35, 4905 A ors . 

In re a Contract, dated June 2, 1905, between Judd and d (Vendors) 
and Skelcher (Purchaser) and In re The Vendor and Purchasers Act, 
ge ppl of anew from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Aug 

? 





Inte Black Black y Black appl of pltff i 
from order of Mr Justice Swin- 
fen Eady, dated Dec 20, 1901. April 14 ss ea 


Corbett v The South Eastern and Chatham Ry Co's Managing Committee 
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appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated May 11, 1905 
Aug 8 
Lord Kinnaird and ors and The Council of the Evangelical Alliance v 
Field appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 24 and 
25,1905 Aug 8 
Attormmey-Gen and anr v Dorchester Corpn appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 29, 1905 Aug 10 
In re Herrington’s Settled Estate Harrington v Peale appl of pltff 
frcm order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 28,1905 Aug 10 
Woodhouse v Chetwynd appl of deft from orderof Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Avg 1,1905 Aug 1U 
In re Beale, dec Beale v Beale appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Ewinfen Eady, dated July 6, 1905 Aug 10 
Jarvis and aur v Pulleyn appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated July 10,1905 Aug 10 
Hcoper & Ashby v Willis appl of pltffs from order Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated July 25,1605 Aug 10 
In re Dunsany’s Settled Estates Nott and French v Baroness Dunsany 
appl of pltfis frcm order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 27, 1905 
Avg 11 
In the Matter of S Hocper, dec Hooper and ors v Hooper and anr appl 
of deit from order ot Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 5,1905 Aug 11 
In re Cobhem’s fettlement, 1876 Cobham v Burgess app! of deft from 
oider of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 10, 1905 Aug 12 


C H Thompson v C Helmore (married woman) appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Farwell, dated May 3, 1905 (set down Oct 23, transferred to 
earlier date by order of Ccurt of Appeal Aug 15 

Caroline v Bates appl of pliff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 
26,1905 Aug17 

In re James Leppard, dec Secker v Davies and ors appl of infant defts 
and J Leppard from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 23, 1905 
Aug 17 

In re Eliza Davis, dec Phipps Jacksonv Davis appl of deft S M Davis 
from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 16, 1905 Aug 18 

In the Matter of the Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and in the Matter of Thomas 
Sowler and Sonsld appl of P G Andrews from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated Aug 8, 1905 (produce order) (s o for appointment of 
legal personal representative) Aug 21 

Morisco v Morisco appl of pliff frcm order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
Aug 11, 1905 (preduce order) Aug 22 

The Victoria Daylesford Syndicate 1d and anr v Dott appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Aug 8, 1905 Aug 28 

In re Messrs Freeth, Rawson, & Cartwright, Solicitors, &c., of the Supreme 
Court appl of the Solicitors from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Kady, 
dated July 19, 1905 Sept 4 

Shepherd v Harris appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dat.d 
June 6, 1905 Sept 5 

The Greenwich Inlaid Linoleum (Frederick Walton’s New Patents) Co 
ld v Farquhar and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated July 10, 1905 (original motion to come on with this, by order) 
Oct 4 

In re Monday, dec Hodgson v Watts appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 2, 1905 Oct 12 

In re James Allen, dec Hargreaves v Taylor and anr appl of deft Jane 
aoe from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 12, 1995 

ct 12 
Wyllie v Ellis and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated July 14,1905 Oct 13 
In re Garnett’s Settlement Inze Joseph Richardson, dec Richardson v 
Greenep and ors appl of deft Cutajar from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated June 28,1905 Oct 21 
In the Matter of the Estate of James Clark Clinton,dec Clinton v Clinton 
appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 7, 1905 (security 
ordered) Oct 24 

Saurdis and anr v Raphael aud ors appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Aug 9,190} Nov7 

In re H Castle & Sons ld Mitchell v Castle and ors appl of J B Garnham 
(one of the defts) from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 27, 
1905, and cross notice of appl by The Merchant Banking Co ld, dated 

Nov 13, 1905 Nov 11 
Lewis v Cory appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Oct 27, 1905 (produce order) Nov 13 

Miers v Price appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 3, 
1905 Nov 16 

In re C H Cozens, dec Cozens v Larkworthy appl of deft from order 

of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Aug 9, 1905 Nov 20 
Bulteel and ors v Lawdeshayne and ors appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Farwell, dated Aug 10, 1905 (security ordered) Nov 25 

In re James Harrison, dec Harrison v White appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Cctober 31, 1905 Nov 29 

In the Matter of Maxwell’s Letters Patent, No. 28,632 of 1903 and In the 
Matter of the Patents, Designs and Trade Marks Acts, 1883-8 The 
Metallic Seamless Tube Co ld v Simplex Steel Conduit Co ld appl of 
of the Simplex Steel Conduit Co ld from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 

dated Nov 22, 1905 Nov 30 

Molloy v The Mutual Reserve Life Insurance Co and anr appl of defts 
from order of Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 14,1905 Dec5d 

In re Adams, dec Adams v Down and ors app) of deft C A RK Adam, 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Oct 26, 1905, and notice of pltft 
dated Dec 2, to vary order, and notice of defts other than O A R Adams. 





In re a Contract between T ER Philips and G A Brade and oy 
Phillips appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dateiya 
1905 Dec 5 

Notaras v The Mayor, Aldermen, and Councilmen of the City of We 
appl of applt from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated yy 
1905 (produce order) Dec 11 

Lake George Successors ld v Gibbs, Bright & Co and ors d 
from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 14, 1905 Decl} 

Duncan (Widow) v Dixon appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Wig 
ton, dated Aug 11,1905 Dec 15 

In the Matter of an Arbtn between The Holly Bank Trust 
Augustus Leveson Vernon and In the Matter of The Arbitratig 
1889 appl of The Holly Bank Trust Uo from order of Mr Justig 
well, dated Oct 31,1905 Dec 20 

Attorney-Gen v Pontypridd Urban District Council appl of defy 
order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Aug 11, 1905 (produce onder) 

Higham and ors v Higham (since dec) and ors appl of deft FR 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, duted Nov 11, 1905 Dew 























Daily Cause | 
throug hont ti 
Mr. Justic 
Milary Sittin, 


FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIvigg 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1905. 

























Kundl v Chapman and ors appl of pltffs A Kroeber and B& Kiverpoo! 
from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 26, 1905 pt hd ¢ A ; 
Jan 24) Aug 11 Paar Raturd 

In re Gluchman, dec Weingarten v Jefferys appl of pltffs froma “Wr Justic 
of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Nov 3, 1905 Nov 21 Hilary Sittin 

In re The Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In re The British Pioneer § icone 
Light and Power of India Cold appl of S T Biggs and C0 R§ Justice § 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Nov 28, 1905 Dec 21 ry Mond: 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. Justice ae 
(General List.) Eavy, with 
Non-Witnes 






1905. 









Sractat } 

In re G Ollis, dec Jones, FG W v Pelton (Probate) appl of Fé ino tl 
Jones from judgt of The President, dated April 10, 1905 April 2 sg 
Thomas Bater, petnr v Catherine Bater orse Lowe, respt (Divorce) ye 





of petur from judgt of The President, dated May 18, 1905 July8 
appl of petnr from judg 






be announce 





Vigo, 8, petnr v Vigo, D, respt (Divorce) 














The President, dated July 17, 1905 July 21 = ua 
(New Trial Paper.) = oe 
In re Dunham, dec M Dunham and J W Dunham (Probate) appl days to bes 
deft J W Dunham for judgt or new trial oa appl from verdict andj Vr, Justi 
dated Nov 22, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Bargrave Deane ai a day to be 
common jury, London Dec 15 
FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER 
(General List.) Before M 
1905. Re 
In re Lot Dixon, dec Hartley Wood vJ H Dixon and ors appl of é Cease for 
from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancy Longy Lor 
dated Feb 14, 1905 May 10 Gummell v 
Manchester Billposting Cold v Chapple appl of pltff from order of B claim 
Deputy Vice-VUhancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 4 Grove v Se: 
May 15, 1905 June 10 
Scott v Bolton appl of deft from orders of The Vice-Chancellorol tig Cause for'T 
County Palatine of Lancaster, dated May 2 aud June 27, 1905 July Aslin v Sm 
Fisher v Dixon appl of pltff from order of The Deputy Vice-Chaneellot 2 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated July 21, 1905 Oct 3l ; 3 
n re W 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. adjd sun 
_ (In Bankruptcy.) Pape 
In re W J Yardley (expte J H Bettridge) No. 1,381 of 1904, from anonit Boswell 
of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 6th November, 1905, dismissing a0 449MM Tn re Roo 
from rejection of a proof part heard % adjd sur 
In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor) No 594 of 1905 froma receiving aH Inte Robe 
made by Mr Registrar Giffard, dated 17th Oct, 1905 part heard adjd sun 
In re H & S Webb (ex pte U A Wright, Trustee) No. 779 of 1904 froma In re Lin 
order of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 25th Oct, 1904 Potter 
In re E Eales (expte R. KE. Steel, Trustee) No. 7 of 1905 from an order o Tare Grim 
a Divisional Court (sitting in Bankruptcy), dated 20th Nov, 1905 adjd sur 
In re A Debtor (expte The Petitioning Creditor) No. 1099 of 1900 froa st te Char 
order made by Mr Registrar Giffard, dated 6th Dec, 1905, dismisiig* Vv Heam 
prtition without costs S hr G@ 
In re A Debtor (expte The Petitioning Caeditors) No. 1,228 of 1905 froma sumns - 
order made by Mr Registrar Hope, dated 15th Dec, 1905, refusing Inte Davi 
make a Receiving Order and adjourning the petition in ge 
Te 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. Watts - 
Judgment Reserved. . os R 
(Final List.) In re Nut 
Wilson and ors v Grant and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justit go 
Ridley, dated Nov 28, 1904, without a jury, Middiesex (c a ¥De4 basin 





1905) Heard before Master of the Rolls, Romer and Mathew, ) 
(Zo be continued.) 











dated Dec 2, to vary order (from Interlocutory List by order) Dec 5 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Hiary Srrrrnes, 1906. 










= &Dpl of Noricrs Reatrne To THE Cuancery Cavse Lust. 

Mr Tastings Yotions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
Sittings Paper. 

ak Trust 0) x aavastice Kekewicu will take his business as announced in the Hilary 

he Arbi Paper. 


of Mr Justigy ie. 
appl of defi 


duce 9; 


of deft FR 


1, 1905 Deg 
RCE DIV 


sr and Be 
1905 pt hd 


pltffs from 


i Pioneer ¥ 
and ORS 
| Dec at 


VISION, 


appl of FG 
) April 20 
(Divorce) 


05 July” 


r from judgt 


obate} appl 
erdict andju 
& Deane ani 


NCASTER, 


appl of del 
2 of Lancastal 


order of T 
ucaster, di 
ancellor of th 
905 July 
+- Chaneellord: 
ct 31 


From au onde 
sing an appl 
ceiving onl 
heard 

OL froma 
1 an onder of 
1905 

905 froma 
dismissing § 


905 from a 
- refusing @ 


Me Justi 
Ld.) 





"Justice Farwett.—Except when other business is advertised in 
Oause List, Mr. Justice Farwell will take Actions with Witnesses 
jy throughout the Sittings. 

_ Justice Bucxtry.- Except when other business is advertised in the 
Cause List Mr. Justice Buckley will take Actions with Witnesses 
‘ily throughout the Sittings. - 7 

Mr, Justice Joxce.—Except when other business is announced in the 
naily Cause List Mr. Justice Joyce will take Actions with Witnesses daily 
hroughont the Sittings. ; 3 : 

Mr. Justice Swrnren Eapy will take his business as announced in the 
Hilary Sittings Paper. ' . 
Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Swinren Eany will take 
»001 and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in Chambers, 
Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on eyery 
ther Saturday commencing with Saturday, 13th January. 
Mr. Justice Warrmcton will take his business as announced in the 
Hilary Sittings Paper. ; 
Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Kexewicn, 
. Justice Swinren Eany, and Mr. Justice WarrinerTon will sit in court 
ery Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 
Summonses Adjourned into Court will be taken as follows: Mr. 
Justice Kexewicn, as stated in the Daily Cause List ; Mr. Justice Swinren 
avy, with Non-Witness Actions ; and Mr. Justice Warrineron, with 
Non-Witness Actions. 

Srectat Notice with ReFreRENcE TO THE CHancery Witness Lists. 


During the Hilary Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows: 

Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his'Retained Witness Actions on days to 
be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Farwett will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Bucxiey will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Swrvren Eapy will take his Retained Witness Actions on 
days to be announced in the Daily Cause List. : 

Mr, Justice Warrixcton will take his Retained Witness Action on 
a day to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to December 23rd, 1905.) 
Before Mr. Justice Kexewicn. | In re East Hoare v East adjd 
Retai by Order. | sumps 

; oo % Reaguccad | In re D W Jones, dec Jones v 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). | Jones adjd sumns 
longy Long act (Jan 23) | Slade v Chaine adjd sumns 
Gummelly Powell actandcounter- In re Smyth, dec Minty v Smyth 

adjdsumns ** 











Inre A M Unite, dec Edwards v 
Smith adjd sumns 

In re Imray Todd vImray adjd 
sumns 

a - eo oe a ld and the 

In re Boswell . . est Ham Corpn and In re The 
Boswell 2aja See, Boswell Y | Vand P Act, 1874 adjd sumns 


In re Rooke, dec Hardy vy Rooke | In re Lang, dec Craven v Giles 
adjd sumns (restored) adjd sumns 
Inte Roberts, dec Ticrnay v Pryor | In re Gaskell and Walters’ Contract 
adjd sumns and In re The V and P Act, 
ee, dec 1874 adjd sumns 

J@ sumns In re Dee Side Colliery Co Scottish 
— dec Fuller v Leamon Metropolitan Life’ Asece v The 

Company adjd sumns 


Inte Charles Bow 
YHeame adjd mc hong Bowyer | In re Bentham Pearce v Bentham 


Grove v Search act | In re The National Tea Union 1d 
‘ E , | The National Tea Union v 
Cause for Trial (without Witnesses). 7 : 
ulin ¥ Smyth act ue Duckworth adjd sumns 
| 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Inte W H Carne Aver v Carne | 
adjd sumns 
Cumming v Walker adjd sumns 


Edminson v 


hegif P adjd sumns 
Fowler, a solr adjd In re Gibbs Clegg v Barlow adjd 
Inte David Henry Davis, dec Davis In re Schilizat 


YWolff adjd sumns Argenti v Schilizzi 


te Thomas Cowleshaw, dec 
Watts v Crossley adjd sumns 

te Rostron, dec Rostron v 
ia adjd sumns 

te Nuttall’s Settlement Lendon 
jy Denham adjd sums 

Dea Peel, dec Chappell v 


adjd sumns 

Ih re Baron Gerard Gosselin y 
Gerard adjd sumns 

In re Henry Gibbings Gibbings v 
Gibbings adjd sumns 

In re Toogood, dec, and the Settled 
Land Acts 1882 to 1890 adjd 


AOddin adjd sumns sumus 
Richardeon v oe adjd sumns In re Karet, dec Zelinski v Karet 
te Thomas Bolitho v Phillips adjd sumns 





Holliwell v Seacombe adjd sumns 


In re Colyer, dec Snelling v 
Snelling adjd sumns 

Tn re Williams, dec Rees v Williams 
& Jones adjd sumas 

Bridge v Ficklin (In re Transfer 
Acts, 1875 to 1897) adjd sumn: 

In re Sampson, dec Sampson v 
Sampson adjd sumns 

Edmondeon v Hadfied adjd sumns 

In re Warwick, dec Warwick v 
Haden adjd sumns 

In re G G Horton Danby v Horton 
adjd sumns 

In re Saul, dec 
adjd sumns 


Norrie v Saul 


Further Consideration. 
Jones v Weston and ors fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Farwetu. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Leav Hole act 
Burn and Berridge v Mother Lode 
Consolidated Gold Mines ld act 
Leslie v Leslie act (s 0) 
In re Studds, dec Ashby v Studds 
adjd sumns with witnesses 
Latham v Leaver act 
Davidson v Sun Fan Cold motion 
(ordered to go into Witness List) 
Roberts v Lewis act 
Attorney-General v Mayor, &c. of 
Manchester act 
The Trustees of the Property of 
Bricknell, a bankrupt v Kennedy 


act 

Houghton v Bibby act 

Crowther v Dyson act 

British United Shoe Machinery Co 
ld v Hugh Claughton ld act 

The London and North-Western Ry 
Co v Killeen act 

Lewis v Mutual Reserve Life Insce 


Co act 
Matthews v Beale act 





Before Mr. Justice Buckiey. 
Retained by Order. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Court Summons. 

Syria Ottoman Ry Oo ld (as to 
proofs of debt of W Parker) pt 

hd 


Chane>ry Division. 

Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 

and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re E M Mackinnon’s Settlement 
Mackinnon v Lord Hillingdon 
adjd sumns 

In re Durie’s Estate Cross v Agnew 
adjd sumns (not before Feb 1) 

Le Gros v Le Gros act without 
pleadings 

In re W H Lievesley, dec Forrest 
v Anderson adjdsumns 


Motions. 


The Petroleum Oil Trust ld 
Carpenter v The Petroleum Oil 
Trust ld (not before Jan 19) 

In re an Arbitration between David 
Dinerstein and A Davis and J 
Smith (not before Jan 19) 

Young v Cuthbert (not before Jan 
19) 


Causes for Trial With Witnesses. 
In re Letters Patent, No 14,006 of 
1903, granted to J N Alsop, and 
The Patents, &e, Acts petn for 
revocation (s o until after Comp- 
troller’s decision) 

Morrison v Electrolytic Plating, &c, 
Co act 

Barra v Conder act (s o generally) 
Shepheard and ors v Bray and ors 
act and m f j (s o for appointment 
of Legal Representative 

Hunter v Causton and ors act (not 








before Feb 20) 





In re Samuel Edwards, dec Overton 


and orsv Roberts act(s oliberty 
to restore) 

Attorney-Gen and ors v Griffith 
act (consolidated) (not before 
Feb 1) 

Munroe and anr v The North 
Staffordshire Railway Co act 

Knowles v The Metropolitan Water 
Board act 

Hadaway and anr v Frarey act 

Furst v The International Bank of 
London act (transferred from 
the King’s Bench Division by 
order of the Lord Chancellor) 

Burnell v Evans act 

Dean v Bullivant & Cold act 

In re William Poulton’s Patent, 
18,651 of 1899 and In re The 
Patents, Designs and Trade 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 petn 
for revocation 

J L Denman & Cold v The Mayor, 
Aldermen and Councillors of the 
City of Westminster act J C 
Cording & Cold v Same act 

The Natural Gas and Power Co (in 
liquidation) v Nussey and ors 


act 

Fox-Pitt v Kitson act 

Hester v Daniel & Hester act 

Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik v 
Isler act 

Dobson v The Mutual Reserve Life 
Ince Co act 





Before Mr Justice Joyce. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjourned Summonses. 
In re C J Brown, dec Oliver v 
Clark adjd sumns 

In re Abinger, dec Tullibardine v 
Abinger adjd sumns 

In re Baring,dec Baring v Goldie 
adjd sumns 

In re Sir Thomas Lucas, Bart, dec 
Lucas v Lucas adjd sumns 

Platz v Hills adjd sums 

In re Temple West, dec Temple 
West v Temple West two adjd 
sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Peat v Clayton act and m fj 
Alp v Keen, Robinson, £ Co act 
In re Lake’s Settlement Lake v de 
Michell act 
Perpetual Investment Building Soc 
v Baker act 
Combination Hubs v Seabrook act 
Walter v Webb act and counter- 
claim 
In re Turner, dec Wood v Turner 
act 
Roberts v Fellows act 
Hawkey & Gifford 1d v Hawkey & 
Furst act 
Mayor, &c, of York v Wood act 
The Trustees of T Anderson, a 
Bankrupt v Ashplant and Deve- 
reux act 
Hadley v Freshwater act 
Griffin v Search act 
Chenery v Homfrey act 
Barnard v Shores act 
C Phillipsbourne ld v Phillipsbourne 
act 
Farley v Williams act 
In re J Guest, dec Horn v Guest 
Shepherd v Braid, Pater, & Co act 
In re Transvaal Estates and 
Development Co v Morgan act 
Thomas vy Thomas act 
Maser v National Telephone Co act 
Goodman v Eastwood act 
In re Andrew's Patent, No 1661 of 
1901 and In re The Patent, De- 
signs, and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1902 petn for revocation 
Gray v Daniels act 
Bellamy v Peters act 
Phibbs y Jones act and counter- 


claim 
Graham vy Whitting act 
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Woods v Pickford ld act 

Fryzer v Windus act 

Forrest v Hinderwell Urban District 
Council act 

Adams v Mutual Reserve Life Insce 
act 

Van Laun v Scott act 

Mayor, &c, of Bournemouth v Poole 
and District Electric Traction Co 
act and counterclaim 

Thellusson v Viscount Valentia 


act 
Flatters v Flatters act and counter- 
claim 
Levy v Butcher act 
Day v Hoare & Co ld 
counterclaim 
— v C Eastwood & Co 


ac 

Exchange and Hop Warehouses ld 
v National Telephone Co act 

Macdonald v Yorkshire Hotels 
Syndicate act 

Ellis v Greensilt act 

Davies v Phillips act 

Robins v Borland act 

J Defries & Sons 1d v The Electric 
oy Ordnance Accessories Co ld 
ac 

Green v Davey act 

Feilden v Feilden act 

Warden v Henshaw act 

Finsbury Permanent Investment 
Building Soc v Smith act 

The Cooper Patent Anchor Rail 
Joint Co ld v J G White & Co 
ld act 

The Northern Press and Engineer- 
ing Cold v R Hoe & Co act 

In re Alexander Baily, dec Baily 
v Butcher act 


act and 





Before Mr. Justice Swrxren Eapy. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Brickwell’s Trustees vy Edwardes 
and Dance act 
Bostock v Wheeler act 


Further Considerations. 
In re Harley, dec Canning v James 
fur con 
In re Broadwood, dec 
v Lyall fur con 
In re Mills Branston v Mills 
con 


Broadwood 


fur 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
Woodward v Jolly 

In re Hill, dec 
adjd sumns 

Causton v Farrow’s Credit Bank ld 
adjd sumns 

In re Hall, dec Hall v Hall adjd 
sumns 

In re Hard, dec Whittle v Clarkson 
adjd sumns 

In re Kimmings, dec West v Hall 
adjd sumns 

In re Rattenberry, dec Ray v 
Grant adjd sumns 

In re Millard and Dust’s Contract 
and The V and P Act, 1874 
adjd sumns 

In re Chapman Finch v Chapman 


White v Abbey 


mij 
In re Rhoda Shaw, dec Shaw v 
Jones adjd sumns 


Before Mr. Justice WarrincTon. 
Retained by Order. 
Cause for Trial With Witnesses. 
Bush v Allen, Davies, & Co act 


Adjourned Summons. 

In re Howard Nalder’s Settlement, 
Howard Nalder, dec, and Francis 
Nalder, dec Nalder vy Abraham 
(s o generally) 


Motion, by Order. 
Sandons ld v Duveen 





Petition. 
Graves v Heneage 


Further Considerations. 
Verrando v Corradi fur con 
Piggott and ors v Toogood fur con 
In re John Samuel Gibbon, dec 
Samuel and ors v Williams and 
ors fur con 

In re Moody, dec Skidmore v 
Colquhoun fur con 

Hatch v Ashby fur con 

Pedley and ors v Massey and ors 
fur con 


Causes for Trial Without Wit-. 


nesses, Adjourned Summonses 
and Special Cases. 

The Bombay, Baroda and Central 
India Ry v The Secretary of State 
for India in Council act (s0 to 
fix a day) 

In re George Hall, dec Paterson v 
Hall adjd sumns 

In re Mary Ann Palmer, dec 
Young v Palmer adjd sumns 

In re Buckley’s Estate Spencer v 
Hall adjd sumns 

In re Wood, dec Christmas v 
Bruggemeyer adjd sumns 

In re The Farncombe Paper Co 
Combe v The Company adjd 
sumns 

In re Burrows’ Estate Burrows v 
Burrows adjd sumns 

In re Smith’s Settlement Williams 
v Burton adjd sumns 

In the Matter of W G Wilde and 
ors, Solrs, &c adjd sumns 

In re Mary Lloyd,dec Inre George 
Borwick, dec Borwick v Borwick 
adjd sumns 

In re Joseph Pearce, dec In re 
Anthony Luke, dec In re Alice 
Tucker Luke, dec Pengelly v 
Bastow and ors adjd sumns 

In re Arthur Mansell Edwards, dec 
James v Edwards adjd sumns 

In the Matter of the Estate of M 
Lee, dec G L Wilson vM A Snow 
andors mfj 

In re Talbot, dec Beamish v Le 
Bauld de Nans adjd sumns 

In re Cunliffe’s Estate Leigh v 
Cunliffe adjd sumns 

Haskell Golf Ball Co v Hutchison 
adjd sumns 

In re William Richardson, dec 
Pattison v Hall adjd sumus 

In re Crozier's Estate Cooper v 
Thorneycroft adjd sumns 

In re Dean’s Estate Carpenter v 
Dean adjd sumns 

In re Williamson Price v William- 
son adjd sumns 

In re the Estate of Ann Goldfrap, 
dec Fleming v Goldfrap adjd 
sumns 

Inre Gibbon Samuel v Williams 
adjd sumns 

In re W Bailey’s Estate Bailey v 
Bailey adjd sumns 

In re Carpenter’s Estate Lalonde 
v Browning adjd sumns 

In re De Trafford’s Estate Act, 
1904 De Trafford v De Trafford 

adjd sumns 
In re Fellows, dec Fellows v L 
Fellows adjd sumns 
In re Williams Challoner v 
Williams adjd sumns 

In re The Estate of D Haines, dec 
Brooker v Haines adjd sumns 

In re Daniel, dec Daniel v Daniel 
adjd sumns 

Bake v French adjd sumns 

In re Henry Archer, dec Archer v 
Archer adjd sumns 

In re The Estate of H Hewling, 
dec Edwards v Wood adjd 


sums 

In re The Estate of W Goodwin, 
dec Stone v Goodwin adjd 
sumns 





In re John Payne, dec Collingwood 
v Blades adjd sumns 

In re John Ray, dec Abbott v 
Titchmarsh adjdsumns 

In re Dick’s Estate Dick v Dick 
adjd sumns 

In re The Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1867 
and In re The North Western Ry 
of Monte Video Co Id adjd 
sumns 

In re Darvill’s Estate Darvill v 
Smith ‘adjd sumns 


Richardson v Richardson adjd 
sumns 

In re Spier, dec Spier v Emanuel 

jd sumns 

In re Tasker, dec Newbery v 
Harrison adjd sumns 

In re Bankes’ Trusts Bankes v 
Fyler Floyer v Bankes adjd 


sumns 

In re Blamey, dec In re The 
Trustee Act, 1893 Hall v Blamey 
adjd sumns 

C A Watts (married woman) v F E 
Catling act (without pleadings) 

In re Thomas Rudd, dee Maxwell 
v Maxwell adjd sumns 

In re David Longley, dec Longley 
v Longley adjd sumns 

In re W J Smith, dec, and In re 


The Trustee Act, 1893 adjd 
sumns 

In re Tayler, dec Tayler v Greig 
adjd sumns 


In re C A Robinson, dec Robinson 
v Worsnop point of law 

In re Stoddart, dec Braund and 
anr v Wonnacott adjd sumns 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 

St Neots Water Co (petn of C E 
Baker and anr—s o from Dec 12, 
1905, to Jan 16, 1906) 

| Electrical Ore Finding Co ld (petn 
of A Anderson—s o from Dec 12, 
1905, to Jan 16, 1906) 

Robert Iles ld (petn of Lindsay, 
Neal & Co ld—so from Dec 12, 
1905, to Jan 16, 1906) 

Egyptian Nitrate and Phosphate 
Syndicate ld (petn of H J Monson 
—so from Dec 19, 1905, to Jan 
30, 1906) 

Geddes Manufacturing Co ld (petn 
of H B Réhss) 

Thomas Salt & Cold (petn of CH 
Watson) 

Yenisei Copper Cold (petn of J R 
Kendall) 


Norman) 
Goy & Co Id (petn of company) 





Williamson & Sons 1d (petn of John | 


Potter’s Mills ld 
Smith & Sons) 
Dalu-Kola Tea Co 1d (pen y 
Cooper, Cooper & Co (190f 14) 
North German Pitwood Cold (pete 
of R Greening) 

Wrigley & Sons ld (petn of L gy 
P Walter & Son ld) 

The Bristol ld (petn of John Esty 
Jameson & Sons) 


Petition (to sanction Scheme g 
Arrangement) under Joint Stag 
Companies Arrangement Act, 
1870 

Worcestershire Brewing and Mal. 
ing Cold (petn of company aj 
liquidator 


Chancery Division. 
Petition (for Reduction of Capi 
under Companies Acts, 1867 ani 
1877 


New Emeralds Co 1d and reduow 
(s o from Dec 12, 1905, to Jan Ii, 
1906 


Petition under Companies’ (Memo. 
andum of Association) Act, 18% 
Bahia Blanca and North Westen 

Railway Co ld 
Girls Public Day School Trust Id 
Aerated Bread Co ld 


Companies (Winding up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Motions, 

Cooper, Cooper, & Johnson Id (to 
stay proceedings—s o from De 
12, 1905, to Jan 16, 1906) 

Wilkinson v Bonvalee et Cie ld (for 
four day order for delivery up of 
documents—s o from Lee 21, 
1905, pending appeal) 


Court Summonses, 

Commerce 1d, Manchester District 
Registry (for misfeasance—with 
Witnesses) (s o from July 18, 
1905) 

Syria Ottoman Railway Co ld (asto 
proofs of debt of W Parker—part 
heard—retained by Mr Justice 
Buckley—s o from Dec 19, 15, 
to Jan 11, 1906) 

British Power, Traction and Light- 
ing Co ld Halifax Joint 
Stock Banking Co ld v British 
Power, Traction, and Lighting 
Co ld (for declaration as to in- 
demnity—with witnesses—fixed 
for Jan 24, 1906) 

City of London Bond and Debenture 
Corpn ld (to vary list of co- 
tributories—with witnesses) 

Mercantile Lighterage Co, ld (t 
review taxation) 








their names 


man & Co, 4, Suff 


Shaw, Market pl, Dewsbi 


Feb 17, to 
to William 
Dav Kora Tea Co, Limitzep—Petn for 


Baristo., Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 2, di 
Stead olk st, Pall Mall East, solors for petners 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 ? 
Brooxroyp Mitzi Co, Lmirzep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 16. to send theit 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to William Hey 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan, 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1s CHANCERY. 


Braites Surpston on Stour anp STRATFORD Upon Avon Srzam Oxwinus Co, Lamm 

(1x Votuntary Ligquipation) — Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to wad 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Samm 

Parsons, Shipston on Stour Hancock & Co, Shipst® on Stour, solors oe i 
to 


Jan ie 
Notice of appearing 


Car Trust Invesruent Co, Limrtep (in Liqurpation) — Creditors are required, on or before 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger In 


ted Dec 23, directed to be heart 





Jan 16. Good 





ig UP, P 
le, Fenchurch bldgs, solor for petitionin, 
must reach the above-named a jater than ® o'clock 


ones Mayvractunine Co, Limitep—Petn for 


company. Notice of aj 
k in the afternoon fae y? ted to 
g ep. caring mut 





heard Jan 16. French & Co, Walbrook, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
reach the above-named not Jater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 t 
Kixvers Epcz View Hore., Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 19, 
send their names and addresses, and 
Henry Gough, 267, Castle st, Dudley 


particulars of their debts or claims, to 4 
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3y 1906, 
———= 


etn Of Jou 


la § 
oa a" 
10 (et 


etn of L a 
John Enustag 


1 Scheme 
r Joint Stas 
yement Act 


ig and Malt. 
Company an{ 


sion, 
2 Of Capita) 
cts, se 


and reduce 
5, to Jan If, 


‘ies’ (Memor. 
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————t—t 
. Royat P. 
Meee heard. J 


fan 16. Bransbury, Ironmonger 


aPER Mitus, Lourep—Petn for wining Pa cama A os 


dinetod to be heard, Jen 1 ve named Ut later thas 6 o'clock in the afterncon of Jen = 


Moros TRACTION Co, 
oro rand addressee, 
Eldon st 


a Hlouse, 
Nosta 


beard 16. Greening, Fen 
wore ithe ee ennel not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 


Lunrrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 
and the particulars 


of ther debts or claims, to John Baker, Eldon 


Geeuan Prrwoop Co, Limrrep—Petn for Winding up, presented Dec 23, directed 


urch st, solor for petner. one pln Ramat 


Penpecra SEAMLESS Sree. Tuse Co, Limirep (in VoLtuntTary cage Tn om nd 
feat, on or betewe Feb 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 


are requ 


of their debts or 
' Cochrane, Birming 


Rost 


wend their names and 


Roland Allen Felton, 131, Edmund st, Birmingham. 
naa, ay &. for liquidator 
SynpicaTe, Lim1rep—Creditors are uired, on or before Feb 16, to 
eng dresses, and the puitiodinns oF their debts , 


or tdaims, to 


Septimus Birch, 29, Cornhill 


SripENDUM 


om Lanrep (1x Liqu 


names and ad 


on Jan 16 L pery & Co, Co 
above-named no’! ter than 


Srorrer Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 26, to send 
addresses, 


es and and the particulars of their debts or claims , to George 
et art Bridge, 47, Lambs Conduit st, Hotborn Maskell & Nisbet, John st, Bedford 


row, solors for liquidator 


IDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send 


dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Cherry, 


18, New st, Leicester 
Sart & Co, LourtzEp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 18, directed to be heard 


Cornhill, solors for petner Notice of pearing must reach the 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan be 


Wruamsox & et greene for winding up, presented Dec 19, directed to be 
Jan 16. Nicholson, Lincoln’s inn fields, solor for ae. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 

Yewtsz1 Copper Co, karan for winding up, presented Dec 19, directed to be heard 

& Webster, Lincoln’s inn fields, solorsa for ‘petners. Notice of 

appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Jan 16, Webster 
Jan 15 


London Gasetie.—Turspay, Jan. 9. 


JOINT 


STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limrrep in CHANCERY. 


Auxmiary Stores, Limitep—Creditors are —_ uired,on or before Feb 26, to send their 
addre: e! 


names and 
Teafenhall blage 


ses, and the particulars of 


ir debts or claims, to Thomas Nevell, 1, 


Bouvian Exproration Synpicate, Limirep - Creditors are ey on or before Jan 1, 


to send their names and 


Cuthbert H Brewster 
Martox Co, Limrrep- Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Minet & Co, &t Helens pl, 
solors for liquidator 
Memsers veomnaqnen Ciuss, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before + 13, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Maurice 
Jenks, 6, Old Jewry 
Morais & Grirriy, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c'aims, to to George J Jones, 
i Somerset rd, Newport, Mon, Lyndon & Co, Newport, Mon, solors for 


liquidator 


addresses, and the particulars 


their debts or claims, to 


Pusrto Rico Sugar Facrory, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Rag ae be to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of —< ~ : or claims, to erick 
Samuel Lucey, 15, George st, Mansion House. Crump & So Leadenhall st, solors for 


Raves Aseworta & Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J H Thornton, 
Rochdale. Wrigley & Co, Uldham, solors for liquidator 
Rustzy Pzat anp Moss Litter Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and the eon of their debts or claims, to 
Denjemin Cookson, 6, Castle st, Liverpool. Alsop & Co. Cf ms ‘me 4 liquidator 
Rivers Puare axp Brazit Router Beanixe Co, Laat — uired, on or 
before Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, and the a. of their debts or 
claims, to Harry Voce Th 


578, Halifax rd, 


Westminster, s2 solors for liquidator 
Sane Sarp “ Dusan” 


» 11, Queen Victoria st. by & Co, The Sanciuary, 


Co, Limrirep-—Creditors are yy on or before Jan 15, to 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their @ts or claims, to John 
Herron, 18, Tower bldgs, Water st, Liverpool 7 

Waicirys & Seneeme, Liutep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 27, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Taylor, 


Olaham, solor for 


REVERSIONS 


liquidators 








The Property Mart. 


Jan. 18.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrie.p, at the Mart, at 2:— 


To £2.08 8, 114. India 3 per cent. Stock ; leman aged 59. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Collyer-Bristow, Hill, Curtis, Booth, Co. oe London. : 
To — lady aged 68 ; 
Messrs. Lamb, Son, & Prance, London. 
To One-e hteenth of a Trust Fund, value £20,000 ; lady aged 49. Solicitor, 


dA. 
To One-fifth of a 


Solici 
To One-tenth of a Trust 
Faller, Esq., London. 
EREST in £390 7s. 24, per annum; gentleman aged 47. Solicitors, Messrs. 


LIFE INT 


also to certain’ Freehold Property, Furniture, &c. Soli- 


Hove. 


Sd -» 
a Fund, value £12,800, tleman aged 84; also 
- of a Trust Fund, value’ £8,500, seoskee @ lon 3 


on ds cease of a gentleman aged 


tors, Messrs. Gibson, Usher, & Co., Lond 


Fund, value £8,000; lady agel 63. Solicitor, Ernest A. 


ey pt Ye fet London. aed 
0! a = 
? bg aly ois Ont payable during the life of a lady 


Messrs. 3. Smiles & Co 


routs £2,000, £1,000, £1,000, 


SHARES in Cavendish 


b Mortgage wey Ae — and Leasehold Investment 





(Bee sive, 


Ross, Gorvox, Wav 


Ltd Davids 


; Pr 


Mortgage Com: 


this week, back page.) 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gasette.—Fauipay, Jan. 5. 


ion and Ross, Re; 


ertree, Liverpool, Merchant ay North and South Wales Bank, 
Wimshurst, Liverpool 


Registrar, Li 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam., 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Jan. 5. 


3eswick, Hannan, Mossley, Lancaster Feb 10 Clementson & Lund, Mossley 

Boren, Wit sont See Middlesex, Contractor 1yeb1" Collins & Cook, rd 
YE: ILLIAM, en, 

Seamwmat, Cuapwick, Blackburn Jan 31 Blackburn a 

Brown, FuLier, bridge, Grocer Jan 22 & Ennion, Soham 

BuTLER, Grorce, Handsworth Feb10 Price, 

Cuurcs, Freperic, Sutton Valence, Kent Feb5 Sampson, Woolwich 


Cuvuacna, Joan, iguinge, Hants Feb5 Moore & Co, 
Ciarke, Ropert Hupspets, Hove, Sussex Jan 31 Marin & Martin, Reading 


Comps, Harvey, Mount st Feb19 Radcliffe & Co, Cra 

Cowanys, Ropert, Montreal, Canada, Manufacturer Fede. 6 , & Co, Moorgate st 
Dusmur, Epwis, Swindon, Wilts Jan 31 Hatt, Oxford 

Frowsr, Jony, Yardley, Worcester Feb 28 East & Smith, Birmingham 





r Green, THomas Goopwiy, Hillingdon Place, mr Uxbridge March 3 Clarke & Calkin, 


John st, ford row 
vile Sir Ropert, MP, Eatonsq Feb10 Tomlin & Chitty, Old Burlington st 


Werwesn, Gosues Harris, Upper Thames st Feb 15 Corbould-Ellis & Mitchell, 

t's 

Hixp, ante Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 10 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle 

Howmes, 4 Freiston, Lincoln Jan15 Waite & Co, Boston 

Horasin, JOHN, Appleton within Widnes, Lancs, Grocer Jan 31 Browne & Co, War- 
rin 

Hurcusox, Joun Ricuarp, Lillington, nr Leamington March 3 Taylor & Co, 
Manchester 

Kooystra, Lucy Constance Maria, Wandsworth Feb 14 Kimbers & Boatman 
Lombard st 


Lawrorp, Rosauiz Jutta Frances, Bognor Feb15 Foster & Co, Queen st pl 
Uchaseen, 3° Toanemt, Blomfield rd, Maida hill Feb13 Willson & Norman, Regent st 


it 
Matey, Spon Hockley, Birm' m, Builder Feb 28 East & Sate, Ss Lay 


MaxweEtt, James, Harlesden, Mi Feb7 Grant & Co, 

MayyeEr, wonen, Aston juste Biemtaghen Jan 30 Restall & Co, a 

Mort, or Grey, Harrow eald, Middlesex Feb 12 i & Mott, 
Clement 


Parr, Janz, Alcester, Warwick Feb 17 Slatter & Co, Stratford upon Avon 
Rasuproox, Georce Myes, Colchester Feb1 Marshall, Colchester 
Rivers, Feaycis, Penge, Kent, Coachbuilder Feb 1 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 
Ross, CATHERINE EL1ZaBETH WILLIAMSON, Elgin av, Maida Vale Feb 5 Calross & Holt, 
Mincing In 
Smattwoop, Cuasxes, Lichfield, Innk Feb 28 Russell & Son, Lichfield 
Sura, Ricuarp, Newark upon Trent, B: ith Feb5 Foottit, Newark 
Sprincett, Joun Ricuarp, Chatham, Harness Maker Feb16 Hayward & Co, Rochester 
Taytor, Josxy Encuanp, Sawbridgeworth, Hertford Feb 12 Acklands & Nockolds, 
ishops Stortford, Herts 
Wuet.ock. Rosert Parties, Goodmayes, Essex Feb16 Newton & Co, Magee at 
Wrecasp, Mary Jane Lizz, Lancaster “ped Jan 31 Rawle & Co, Bedford ro 
Wiytexsorrom, James, Saddleworth, Yorks Jan31 Bradbury, Ashton ender Lyne 
Winrersottom, Saran Any, Saddieworth, Yorks Jan 31 Bradbury, Ashton under 
Lyne 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 9. 


Aamenes, Wituram Josern Dewes, Gt James st, Solicitor. March 1 Andrew & Co, Gt 
mes 


Samy, Prete ia Southsea, Hants, Insurance Inspector Feb 19 Milner & 
tCKIO! 

Bg, Tuomas, Mere Lincoln March 1 Burton & S Lincoln 

Bostow, Ricuarp, Leeds Feb 20 Ford & Warren, 

Burrerick, Gzoxezk WI1L.14M, Kingston upon Hull, Geakieeper Feb 28 Hall, Hull 


Camvamsan Pemnas Napier Guynixe, Warwick gdos, Kensington Feb5 Barlow & Co, 
‘enchurc! 
Carr, Grorce SHADWELL , Gusaeane, Mexico Feb9 Farmer & Carpenter, Philpot In 


Coiz, Henry Apau, Rag Dost ae Feb 10 ey Ni Mon 

ConKERTON, ge tien gon Halt March , Middlemiss & Pearce, Hull 

Cunuirre, Hexny, Ashi Estate Agent Feb 17 "Penee & Ellis, 
Wi 


igan 
Daviss, Axx, Newport Feb1 Powell, Newport, Mon 
Dawkins, Amey, Croydon, Surrey Feb5_ Lawrence & Co, N 
Dez Brito, Madame E.ten, Kemp Town, Brighton Feb 17 Desmned & Taylor, Lincoln's 


inn fields 
Seam = WItu1ay, eee, Camberwell, Pawnbroker Feb 10 Freeman & Son, 


st, Hanover 
we on Thames Feb5 Marsh & Oo, Kington on Thames 
Garsipe, Witi1am Heney, Hear, Sheffield Feb9 Watson & Co, 


Grove, ELEANOR, Tavistock sq Feb8 ent 6 & Co, Gresham bid st 

Hotiausy, WILLIAM, Southborough, Kent Feb9 Gower, ‘Tunbridge Wale 

Hoop, Exizasera, Eastbourne eb 8 Darley fe & Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 

Howangp, CaaR.es, Queen’s gdns Feb 10 powsns < & Co 

Irngvanp, Witr4m Jonas, Slyne, nr Lancaster ‘Wate & Co, Bradford 

Soames, Bustagaee Saran Anvez, Charminster, nig 1, b 6 Andrews & Co, Wey- 
mow! 

Locxwoop, Mary, Huddersfield Jan 25 Gries, —— 

Maconacuis, Manta, Torquay Febi4 Glanfield, 

Menrcenon, Haney, Fi $a Feb12 Fisher & er, Old Queen st 

Morton, Roser Scorr, bone a Feb 15 Faithfull & Owen, Lombard st 

Nouay, ‘Wares RayMonp, Galway, Ireland Feb14 Russall & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Pearce, Freperick, Holland Park's av Feba H 

— Cuag.es, KC, MP, St Leonard’s on Sea Feb 28 Miles & Hair, King 

ee  - Joun, Albion rd, Stoke Newington Feb14 Dunkerton & ct Bedford row 

RICKELL, am Hulme, Manchester Feb9 Sale & Co, 

Rosestson, Evia Innes, Winscombe, Somerset Feb 7 Wansbrough & 

Rocers, CHRisToPHEs, Cwméfrwdoer, Mon, Contractor March 12 Sriaean & Son, 


Pon es 
nee ‘anny, Berwick upon Tweed Jan 31 Sandereon & Weatherhead, Berwick 


Tweed 
Beers, dsceen, Watford, Licensed Victualler Feb 14 k & >, Watford 
SLEDMAR, Guam, Clapton, Draper’s Assistant Feb 9 & Glover, Gt Win- 


Srarxes, Extey, Brighton Feb 17 we & Sparkes, Guildford 

Srennine, Oswap Francis, Cannon st Feb 28 , Cannon st 

Tuompson, Evtex, Romford, Essex Feb4 Robinson & Charterh use sq 

Veuere, Sous, Lownies og Feb 8 teste 6s st, Strand 

Wesrox, Wii11aM, Redhill, Surrey Feb8 H & Victoria st 

beteey = + FF Heway, Queen st, Mayfair, Author 14 Collyer-Bristow & Co, 


Wiuu1aMs, Taomas, Gt ey , Engineer Feb13 Barker, Gt Grimsby 
Woon, Fraxcis, nr Huddersfield Jan 25 Sykes, Huddersfield 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TuzspAy, Jan, 2, 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Samver, Ricuarp, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Surgeon Car- 
marthen (by transfer from the High Court of Justice in 
Bankruptcy) Adjud March6 Aonul Dec 14 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 5 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Auten, Ansiz, Smethwick, Stafford, School Teacher West 
Bromwich PetJan38 Ord Jan 3 

AUE \BACH, Henry, Buer rd, Fulbam, Table Glass Importer 
igh Court Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Baigent, Frawx James, Aberdare, Glam, Tailor Aberdare 
Pet Jan3 OrdJan3 : : 

Baker, Ambuose Taomas, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler 
Birmingham Pet Janz Ord Jan 2 

Bentiey, Kopert, Scarborough, Grocer Scarborough Pet 
Jan3 Ord Jan3 ; 

Bisaor, Hexry, Westferry rd, Millwall, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Decl4 Ord Jan3 

Bowers, Lanizu, Longton, Staffs, Tobacconist Stoke upon 
Trent Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 2 ‘ 

Browx, Howarp, Salisbury House, London wall High 
Court Pet Dec6 Ord Jan2 . 

Burros, GeantHam, Uleeby, Lincs, Farmer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan1 

Cavronitt, Hexey Wit11am, Durrington, Wilts, Harness 
Maker Salisbury Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 

Cuarxe, Henry Watmstey, Nelson, Lancs, Toy Dealer 
Burnley Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 7 

Crarkz, Rozsert, Featherstone st, City1d, Engineer High 
Court Pet Dec9 Ord Jan2 

Curt, Joun Topas, and Watrer CxHaAries Cooper, 

ton, Printers Boston Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 3 

Conex, Isapetta, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn High Court 
Pet Novii Ord Dec 19 

Cooze, Witt1am Wuitizy, Newmarket, Cambs, Painter 
Cambridge Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Crewpson, WILLIAM James, Altrincham, Cabinet Maker 
Manchester Pet Dec 15 Ord Jan3 

Davis, Bert, Durrington, Wilts, Tailor Salisbury Salis- 
bury Pet Jani Ord Jan1 

Dawson, Coartes Henny, Leeds, Tailor’s Cutter Leeds 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Day, Witu1am Revusen, Leytonstone, Essex High Court 
Pet Dec9 Ord Jan 2 

Doguryxa, Tuomas, Kirkley, Suffolk, Greengrocer Gt Yar- 

7 mouth Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 
Gayrarp, Henry, Wisley, Surrey, Farmer Guildford Pet 
Dec 29 Dee 29 

Guiaskix, Epwix Eacuixe, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, 
Civil Engineer High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Gairritas, Grorce, Poitemouth, Hants, Fruiterer Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 


Haspmax, Wiit1am Heyry, Blackburn, Decorators’ 
Merchant Blackburn Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 

Hagtiey, Harry, Northwich, Cheshire, Butcher Nant- 
wich Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Hitiam, Josern Gansipe, Catford, Kent Greenwich Pet 
Oct 5 Ond Jan 2 

Howes, Grorce Hersert Nevitte, Newmarket, Cambs, 
Cycle Manufacturer Cambidge PetJan1 OrdJan1 

Ippoy, Fraxscis Wituiam, Barrow in Furness, Wholesale 
Fruit Merchant Barrowin Furness Pet Jan2 Pet Jan2 


Jonzs, Cuantes Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Prioter 
Kingston upon Hull PetJani1 Ord Jan 1 
Joxes, Hexay James, Waters Upton, Salop, 
Madeley Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 
Joxzs, Witt1am, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier Merthyr Tsdfil 
Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan Jan 2 
Keatixc, Joux Harry, Stockton on Tees, Boilerman 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
Kstcutox, Bert, Stoke upon Trent, Cycle Agent Stcke 
upon Trent Pet Dec19 Ord Jan2 
Levy, Tuomas Isaac, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, Fruit 
Broker High Court Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 
Morcax, Huserr Artuvr, Hirwain, Glam, 
u —_ Pet Jan1 Ord Jan1 
088 AgkyY, Hornsea, Yorks, Draper Kingston upon 
Hull Pet'Jani OrdJanl’ ai ne 
Parsons, James, Winforton st, Greenwich, Licensed Vic- 
P en Pet Dec7 Ord Jan 2 
OLLARD, 1LuiaM, Burnley, Lancs, Fruitere 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 . ee ee 
Bavronp, Marie Exizapeta, Swansea, 
Swancea PetJan1 Ord Jani 
Ramepen, Heesert Woopworrn, Hulme, Manchester, 
Decorator Manchester Pet Dec12 Ord Jan 3 
Repreary, Toomas Butier, Kings'on upon Hull, Solicitor 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec12 Ord Jan 2 
Scott, Watrer, Walton on Thames, Surrey, Grocer King- 
ston, Buriey Pet May 25 Ord Jan 2 “i o 
Sewer, Cuanies, Newport, Mon, Plumber 
a Pet ‘> 3 Ord Jan3 
iMMONS, Thomas, Bt Mary Cray, Kent, Cont: Cc 
Pet Jan2 OrdJan2 ee See 


Farmer 


General Draper 


Newport, Mon 


Sairu, Grorce, Wilford, Notts, Farmer Nottingham Pet 
1 Jan 2 


Summers, Farpexicx Srracortt, Redditch, Worcester, 
are Victualler Birmingham Pet Jan 2 Ord 


Waitixa, Witt1am, Widnes, Lancs, Furniture Dealer 
Liverpool Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 

Weaver, Agraur Cuarues, Wells, Somerset, Innkeeper 

Pet Dee 12 Ord Dec 12 

Warr, Axtuoxy Towanp, Gaterhead, General Merchant 
Newcastle on Tyne PetJan3 Ord Jan3 

Waiout, Wittiam Epwanv, Lee on the Solent, Hants, 
Schoolmaster Portemouth Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 





Innkeeper 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aversaon, Heyay, Buer rd, Fulham, Table Glass Im- 
porter Jan 19 at1l Bankruptcy s, Carey st 

Brooker, Jony, Tunbridge Wells, Fly Proprietor Jan 15 
at 2.30 Mr CJ Parris, 67, High st, Tunbridge Wells 

Buscalty, Saver, Treherbert, Glam, Greengrocer Jan 15 
at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Crarxe, Roser, Featherstone st, City rd, Engineer Jan 
19at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CuarKson, Freperiok Heney, jun, Ipswich, Plumber Jan 
19 at 2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswieh 

Conex, Isanrtta, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn Jan 15 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 

Davies, Henry, Conway, Carnarvon, Market Gardener 
Jan 18at11.30 Orypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Dawson, Cuanies Henry, Leeds, Tailor’s Cutter Jan 17 
atil Off Rec, 22, Park 10w, Leeds 

Day, Wituram Revusen, Leytonstone, Essex Jan 22 at 12 
Benkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dusk, Tuomas, Tunbridge Well*, Carpenter Jan 15 at 3 
Mr C J Parris, 67, High st, Tunbridge Wells 

Frencu, Freperick Joun, Baxley, Kent, Builder Jan 22 
at 11.380 115, High st, Rochester 

Friepsezim, Arinur, Amhurstrd, Hackney, General Turner 
Jan i6at1 Bankrupicy bidgs, Carey st 

Genova, Peter, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Boot Manufac- 
turer Jan15at12 sankruptes bidgs, Carey st 

Goopatt, ABRAHAM Harrison, Nottingham, Architect 
Jan 17 at 11 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Gairritus, Georce, Portsmouth, Hants, Fruiterer Jan 15 
at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Hatiz, Epwix F.irmixscnam, West Gorton, Manchester, 
Assistant Schoolmaster Jan 13 at11 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester : 

Haypen, J W, North Finchley, Middlesex, House Furnisher 
Jan 16at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hortoy, Wii.14m, Likeston, Derby, Potato Dealer Jan 13 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Fuil st, Derby 

Horton, C W, & Co, Upper st, Islington, Tobacconists 
Jan 15 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jacoss, Davin, Old st, Shoreditch, Tailor Jan 16 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jonzs, ALFreD, Cileain, nr Mold, Flint, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 16 at 11.30 Cryptchmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jones, Evas, Llandyssul, Cardigan, Boot Dealer Jan 13at 
12.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, armarthen 

Jones, Witiiam, Pentrebach, mr Merthyr Tyéfil, Collier 
Jan16at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tyddfil 

Nicuois, Tuomas Brantawatir, Margate, Butcher Jan 
13 at12 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 


Partripes, Airrep Wititam, East Ham, Essex, Boot 
Dealer Jan17ati1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Repreary, THomas Butier, Kingetun upon Hull, Solicitor 
Janl6ati11 Off Res, Trinity House lo, Hull 

Ricuarps, Exten, Rhyl Jan 13 at 11.45 Crypt chmbre, 
Kastgate row. Chester 

Rosrxsuy, Epwaep Gace. Alvaston, Derby, Artist Jan 13 
at1l Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

| Sanrer, CaArces, Brookland, Kent, Baker Jan 16 at 3 

| County Court. 24, ambridge rd, Ha-tiogs 

| Snort, AvTHUR, Walsall,Grocer Jan 13 at 11 3) 

| Wolverhampton 

| Surron, ALFReD, Kennington rd, Claphim, Optician Jan 

| ‘ 16at11 Sankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

| Tayior, Lovisa Move, Hornsleszow Farm, nr Moreton 
in Marsh,Glos, Farmer Jan 13 at 3.15 County Court 
bidgs, Cheltenham 

Weaver, Artaur Cuarves, Wells, Somerset, Innkeeper 
Jan 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Wricnt, Freperic Ernest, Furlong rd, Highbury, Butcher 
Feb 15 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Weicut, Wittram Epwarp, Lee or the Solent, Hants, 
Schoolmaster Jan 15 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge 
junc, High st, Portsmouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Appison, Frank, Wolverhampton, Ironmonger Wolver- 
hampton Pet Dec1 Ord Jan 2 

Aven, Asniz, Smethwick, Stafford, School Teacher West 
Bromwich Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 

| Baicent, Franx James, Aberdare,Glam, Tailor Aberdare 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 

Baker, Amprose Tuomas, Birmingham, Licensed Victu- 
aller Birmingham Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Bentiey, Rosert, Scarborough, Grocer Scarborough Pet 
J Ord Jan 3 

_ Wycombe, Builder Aylesbury Pet 

an 





Off Re c, 





| an 3 
| Bono, James, 
| Dec 


Burros, Grantuam, Ulceby, Lincs, Farmer Gt Grimsby 
' Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan 1 
Casn, Harry, Wednesbury, Staffs, Grocer Walsall Pet 
| Dee 7 Ord Dec 29 
| Caoncattt, Henry Wi.tiam, Durringt-n, Wilts, Harness 
| Maker Salisbury PetJan2 Ora Jan2 
| Cranke, Hesry Wacmsiey, Nelson, Lancs, Toy Dealer 
} Bornley Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 
| Curr, Jouy Topas, and Wacter Coares Coorzr, Boston, 
Printers Bosten Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan3 
Cooze, Wittiam Wuitiey, Newmarket, Cambs, Painter 
Cambridge Pet Jan3 Ord Jan3 
Davis, Bert, Durrington, Wilts, Tailor Salisbury Pet 
Jani Ord Jan1 
Dawesun, Cuanies Henry, Leeds, Tailor’s Cutter Leeds 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 
| Dortixa, Tuomas, Kirkley, Suffolk, Greengrocer Gt 
Yarmouth PetJan3 Ord Jans 
Fretcner, Lionet Joun Wittiam, West Farleigh, Kent, 
} ded Proprietor Maidstone Pct Oct 28 Ord Janz 
Fox, Lausce.ot Roseet, Sheringham, Norfolk, House 
| Furnisher Norwich Pet Dec 15 Ord Jan 2 
Gayviarp, Henny, Wisley, Surrey, Farmer Guildford 
| Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 
Genova, Peter, oe + rd, Mile End, Boot Manu- 
) facturer High Court Pet Dec8 Ord Jan3 
Gairritas, Gzorce, Portemouth, Hants, Fruiterer Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 











Harpmay, Witu1am Henry, Blackburn, D 
chant Blackburn Pet Jan3 Ord Jang 
















Harrier, Harey, Northwich, Cheshire . 
wich Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 8 > Biter ta as 
Hosss, Joux, Woodford Green, Essex Brighton Wu 
9 Novil ( Lares, 
Howes, Groraz Herseat Nevittx, Ne - Maney . 
Cycle Manufacturer Cambridge Pet Jan tt : Poomen 8 Or 
Hurtcuineon, Gzores, Bolton, Lancs, Boot Dealer ayo ware 
Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 30 ro th Pe 
Hyam, Henay Lewis, Montacur Heyry Bry, Jom 
Arrrep Bensamin Hyam, High Holborn, Tailoy aa Or 
Court Pet Dec12 Ord Jan1 ¢, AR 
Ippox, Francis WILLIAM, Barrow in Furness, 0 Pet Dec 18 





Agent Barrow in Furness Pet Jan2 Oday 
Jacoss, Davip, Old st, Shoreditch, Tailor High 9 

Pet Nov 30 Ord Janl : 
Jones, Cuantes Henry, Kingston upon Hull } 

Kingston upon Hull Pet Jani Ord Jani 
Joyrs, Henry James, Waters Upton, calop, 












Madeley PetJan2 Ord Jan2 
Jones, Wititam. Pentrerach, Merthyr Tydfil, ¢ pate S 
Merthyr Tydol Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 tw 
Keatine, Joux Harny, Stockton on Tees, 3 WapvrxcTox, 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 
Levy, Tuomas Isaac, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, Waxe, Hevs 


Briker High Court Pet Jan2 Ord Jang Dorcheste 


Moreayx, Husert Artuve, Hirwaia, Glam, by aoe he 
Aberdare Pet Jan1 Ord Jani Wars, GEOR 

Moss, Harry, Hornsea, York, Draper Kingston 2 
Hull Pet Jani Ord Jani Yoxatt, Jose 

Pouvarp, Wit.14m, Burnley, Fruiterer Burnley Petjuyi on Tees | 
Ord Jan 2 

Prentice, Henry Faanx Warver, Redcliffe mews, § Amended 1 


Kensington, House Commission Ageat High (ual 
Pet Dec 27 Ord Jan2 -_ 
Pyxe, Montacu ALexanperR. Yeoman house, Haymutdl Kuch nt 
High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Jan 1 Age 
Raprorp, Marre Ecizasets, Swansea, General D 
Swansea Pet Jani Ord Jani 


Rosser, ToHumas Wittram, Cardiff, Licensed Yj noe 
Cardiff Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 29 B x, Kok 
Sewett, Cuartes, Newport, Mon, Plumber Newborot 
Mon PetJan3 Ord Jan3 Busuor, Henn 
Suita, JonatHan, Harmondsworth, Middlesex, Jan 22 at 
Gardener Windsor Pet Nov16 Ord Deca Baows, How 
Tuompson, Tuomas, Royal Exchange, Stockbroker Hg atl 
Court Pet Oct4 Ord Dec 29 ieee, Oe 
Watixe, Wititam, Widnes, Lancs, Furniture Da Jan 
Liverpool Pet Jan3 Oid Jan3 Jan 18 at 
Waire, AntHoxy Towaarp, Gateshead, General Mera i 
Newcastleon Tyne Pet Jau3 Ord Jan3 Couxs, Bucs 
Wuirina, Jouy, Ipswich, Fishmonger Ipswich Pe Det Tailor 


Ord Jan 1 en 


7 INTT Reo, ( 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, Rowanos, Gr 
Josrs, F W, Upper Eastville, Bristol, Provision Dale a8 Of 
Bristol Adjud March 17,1900 Annul Dee 22, i ey 

al 
London ‘taseite,- TUESDAY, Jan. 9, Fox, Lavxc! 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Garuaap, 
= = 132, York 
Barrett, Wittram George, Marston Magna, Somers) Giasers, ED\ 
Baker Yeovil Pet Jan6 Ord Jan6 Cwil kn 
Bocus, Tuomas, Gateshead, Grocer Newcastle on Tw Carey st 
Pet Jan 5 Ord Jun 5 Hage, CHaRt 
Bosirace, ALFrep Witiiam, Gravesend, Kent, Jewels Hail ley § 
Rochester Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 Jo 
Bounps, GzurGE Mosxs, Ludlow, Salop Leominster Pé Reo, 47, | 
Jan4 Ord Jan4 LuweworTH 
BranxtrorpD, Tom, Balham, Jubmaster Wandsworth Pd 230 Off 
Nov Ord Jan 4 Josrs, Hewn 
Carew, Joun, Gateshead, Grocer Newcastle on Tyne M4 Stat 11.1 
Dec 20 Ord Jan5 Kuarixa, Jor 
Ciarr, Joun Newton, Stoke Trister, Somerset, Fume Wats ¢ 


Yeovil Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 Laws, Taoms 


Connan, Cuaries, and Jounson Simpson GReeyiatel, Natli 
Rhyl, Flint, Motor Dealers Bangor Pet Novi? % A 
Jan 5 17 at 3. 

Davies, Tuomas, Conwil, Carmarthen, Farmer Carmartha on 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jan6 , THoms 

Drake, Tuomas, Briton Ferry, Glam, Greengrocer Nat — | 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 Off Rec’ 

Duaeie, Rosert, Burton on Treat Burton on Trent Ma Suen Da: 
Jan5 Ord Jan5 Jan 17 at 

Fresen, Wauter Jonx, Denmead, Hants, Builder Pate Moxoax, Hi 


mvouth PetJan5 Ord Jan5 
Ferousoy, GeorGe E, Scarborough, Fruit Merchant Bat 
borough Pet Deci8 Ord Jan 5 


3 


Govan, Ricnasp, L‘chfle!d, Staffs, Coach Builder Wall Poomoar, Le 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 ; Off Rec, 
Guxca, SamueL Janes, formby, Lancs, Builder Liverpsl Rupruap, M 
Pet Jané Oid Jan6 . Jan 17 a 
Hesvam, GronGe, Nottingham, Night Watchman No‘tiog- mu, Feo 
ham PetJan4 Ord Jan4 Grocer 
Hicxix, Harry, Waleall, Beerhouse Keeper Walsall Pd tours E 


Jan2 Ord Jan 2 : 
wits. gous Weave, Bett goater, Somerset, Archilet 
ridgwater Pet Jan6 Ord Jan6 
Sistpen, Aaemanenn, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Gro 
Durham Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 
Hinps, Anraun, West Bridgford, Notts, Blouse Manali 
turer Nottingham Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan4 
Hopvorrts, WiiuiaM, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer 
ming! Pei Jan5 Ord Jan 5 Pa 
Inuinoworts, Tuomas, Haxby, Yorks, Farmer York 


Jan4 Ord Jan4 at 
Iscats, James, Gt Grimsby, Furniture Remove 
Grimsb 


Aelelepter 





4 
= 





Hi 





t 







TT at 2, 
y PetJan4 Orddand _ 
Jinxs, Tuomas, Wordsley, Stafford, Licensed View Southan 
ourb Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 
Jonzs, Bauver Davies, Werndriw Lodge, nr Lampe lunarz, Y 
Carmatthen Pet Dec23 Ord Jan3 Baker 






Joyo, Honace Wittiam, Hereford, Hop Factor Base 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 


Fad 

















13, 


rm, Des 
d Jan3 


iire, Butohe 
Brighton Pg) 
Newmarket 
Pet Jan} tral 
Boot Dealer 
Hew ; 
ia i 












Furness, Comms 
‘02 Ord Jang 
Tailor High Cg 


upon 
id Jan tl 


00, salop, 
thyr T 

n2 val, @ 
n Tees, Boil 
Dec 30 
Maida V; 
cd Jang ale, 
. Glam, 
t Kingston 
Burnley Petjyj 


diffe 3 
geat ‘Tet Co 


house, Ha 




















2, General Dre! 
icensed Viet ul’ 
umber New 
Middl 

rd Deo’ 
tock broker sir 


Furniture Dag 


pswich Pet Def 


LED, 


Provision Dale 
11 Dee 22, 194 


an. 9, 


Magna, Somers, 
wweastile on Tye 
, Kent, Jewell 
Leominster Pé 
Vandeworth Pe 
tle on Tyne Pé 
omerset, Fare 


N GRERNHAtoE, 
Pet Novi? Pé 


ner Carmarthe 
engrocer Neath 
1 on Trent Pa 
Builder Pore 
Merchant Ga: 
uilder Wall 
Ider Liverpal 
man No‘ting- 

Walsall Pe 
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—— 
Kusy, 


Ord Jan 5 


yrs Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


.J 
Ord Jan 5 
cosh Artuus Hesry, 


Orr echant High Court Pet vec!8 Ord Jan 4 


Pet Nov 29 Ord Jan 4 


Tarto ale Pet Jani Ord Jan4 


Dealer Blackburn Pei Jan 5 Gri Jan 5 
Dorchester Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
h PetJan4 OrdJan4 


Grornce Epuunp, Gillingham, 
ican Pet Jan5 Ord Jun 5 


Kent, 


on Tees Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 5: 


Agent Stoke upon Trent Pet Deci9 Ord Jan 2 


FIRST MEETINGS, 

Burgent, Frank James, Aberdare, Tuilor 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Bestizy, Ropert, Scarborough, Grocer Jan 17 at 4 74, 
Newborough, Scarborough ; 

Busuor, Hexry, Westferry rd, Millwall, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 22at1i Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Buows, Howanrp, Salisbury House, London wall Jan 22 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Berrox, Grantaam, Northfield, Uleceby, Lines, Farmer 
Jani7atii Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gu Grimsby 

Cavncam, Heyry Wittiam, Durrington, Wilts, Sadcler 
Jan 18 at 2.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Jan 18 at 12 


Couuss, Ricnarp Roxatp McDonatp, Stoke Newingtcn 
ni, Tailor Jan 19 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Davis, Bert, Durrington, Wilts, Tailor Jan 18 at 2.30 
Off Reo, Vity chutes, Catherine st, np yt 

Eowanps, Geoxce, Hartburn, nr Stockton on Tees Jan17 
at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Feoss, Wauter Joux, Derme-d, Hants, Builder Jan 18 
at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Fox, Lausce.or Ropert, Shermgham, Norfolk, House 
Fumisher Jan 1i at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Garanp, Hexnxy, Wivley, Surrey, Farmer Jan 18 at 12 
132, York rd, Westmin-ter Bridge 

Giasety, Eowix Eacuine, Gohihawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, 

Engineer Jan 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


at 
Hise, Cuagtes, Bedford, Grocer Jan 18 at 10.30 Messrs 
Hail ley & Morrison, Solicitors, Mill st, Bedford 
, Jonx, Toton, Notts, Farmer Jan l7at1l1 Off 
Reo, 47, Fuli st, Derby 
luyeworta, Tuomas, Haxley, York, Farmer Jan 18 at 
29 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Heyny Jaues, Waters Upton, Salop, Farmer Jan 
Slat11.15 County Court Offices, Madeley 
Kuno, Jouxy Haney, Stockton on Tees, Builerman Jan 
MWat3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Se 
Lis, Toomas Baanstone, Fulw . Preston, Builder Jan 
Yiatll Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
am, Arruur Rionarp, Winchester, Schoolmaster 
Ml at 3.15 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
Suthampton 
lam, Tuowas Isaac, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, Fruit 
Broker Jan 17 at12 Bankruptcy bldg:, Carey st 
McCuutocu, Janes, Salford, Lancs, Engineer Jan 17 at 3 
Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Moteay, Davizt, Asburton grove, Holloway, Stone Mason 
Jan iT at 12 Off Ree, 14, Bedford row, London 
ax, Heepert Artaur, Hirwain, Brecknock, Inn- 
Jan 17 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 
anky, Hornsea, Yurk, Draper Jan 17 at 11 Off 
Reo, Trinity House in, Hull 
Nowar, Louisa Any, Leeds, Dresemaker Jan 17 at 11.30 
Off Reo, 22. Park row, Leeds 
» Masie Evizauern, Swansea, General Draper 
Watl2 Off Kec, 31, alexandra rd, Swansea 
Fae: zuicx Joux, Dartmouth Forest Hill, 
Jan 17a¢11.80 182, Vork rd, Westminster 
Euizaserna, Rhosymedre, nr Ruabon, Cabinet 
er Jan 19 at 2.30 Orypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


FF 


feet grel 


REDERICK AsnnourskR, and Martin Wartr, 
. Grocers Jan 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Woiver- 


iy 


) Antnur Henry, Teigamouth, Builder Feb 1 at 
ff Rc, 9, Bedford circus Exeter 
‘LLIAM Mottxgoor, Karl's Court sq, Kensington, 
nt Jan18ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wnutam, Lower James st, Golden so, Woollen 
Merchant Jan 18 at 11 Bankruptcy blegs, Carey st 
te “ey en ee — arg 4 — 
ec, Midland Bank chm i st, 
euthampton eatin 


ip 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baners, Wittam Grorae, Marston Ma 
' j s gna, Somerset, 
Baker Yeovil Pet Jané OriJuné 


Euuas, Kirby, Lancs, Farmer Liverpool Pet Jan 5 
Henry, Roundhay, nr Leeds, Builder’s 
a Ays, Leeds, Dressmaker Leeds Pet 


5 
den 5, Ord Je ort Talbot, Glam, Colliery Haulier 
Peath Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 


Joux, Owston, Lincoln, Farmer Lincoln Pet 


Teignmouth, Builder Exeier 


SLocomB*, 
18 Ord Jan4 
sar Wnasax McGreaor, Earl’s Court eq, Merczhant 
High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord Jan 4 


Sesantsa, JOR, Crewkerne, Fishmonger Yeovil PetJan4 

Wruus Lower James st, Go'den sq, Woollen 
freavss, Henman, Fore st av, Manufacturer High Court 
Eexest Guapstone, Rochdale, Lidies’ Outfitter 
Wivvixetoxs, GEOrGce Epuuxp, Clitheroe, Lines, Piano 
Wire, Hexry Joy, Dorchester, Licensed Vic.ualler 
Wormzy, Rionarp Henry, Charlton, Pianoforte Dealer 
_— Builder 
Yoxatt, Josern, Stockton on Tees, Innkeeper Stockton 


Kuontox, Atsert, Penkhull, Stoke upon Trent, Cycle 





To COUNTRY 





+62—— 


MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 


MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


The ‘* VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TC-— 


Earl Fi i E. W. Harcourt, Esq 

Lord Gifford Earl Scarborough. 

Lord Pirbright. F. de Rothschild 

Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). | Hon. D. Waring. 

Sidney Harrison, ., J.P. | Sir Phillip Egerton. 

Wilberforce Bryant, esq. Miss A. de Kothschild. 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


- FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 








ESTABLIS 


Subscribed Capital - 
(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. (2) To 


Moderate Charges. 
No Financial or Specuilat 


For further particulars apply to — 


To Soiicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


AED 1872. 


£198,000. 


performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 


Is limited by its Memorardum of Association — 


All Legal Work connected urth Trusts or E.cecu‘orships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same. 


Absolute Security. 
ive Business undertaken. 


SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM &1 1s. A YEAR. 


A. E. ORAM, Director-Manager. 





Boxr@ite, Atraep Wiw11am, Gravesend, Kent, Jeweller 
Rochester Pet Jun5 Ord Jan5 

Bounps, Groree Moses, Ludlow, Salop Leominster Pet 
Jan4 Ord Jan4 


Bowers, Daniet, Longton, Stafford, Tobacconist Stoke 
upon Trent Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan6 

Bramuam, Tuomas Surrugrp, Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet 
Dec 12 Jan 2 


Crarr, Joan Newton, Stoke Trister, Somerset, Farmer 
Yeovil Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 
Davies, Taomas, Conwil, Carmarthen, Farmer Carmarthen 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jané6 
Davis, Fraxcis Wiut1am, Fo'kestone, General Carrier 
. Cytieny ee Ord Jan , wich Ce 
Ay, Witut1AM Revusen, Leytonstone, x i yurt 
m ong ~~ ? ” Benth 
84KE, THomas, Briton Fe Glam, Green, r Neat 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jana’ ei 
Dvariez, Rosert, Burton on Trent Burton on Trent Pet 
Jani Ond Jan 5 


Eaton, Wittiam, Tuebrook, Liverpool, Contractor Liver- 

pool Pet Nov8 Ord Jan 4 

Fevex, Wavrer Jony, Denmead, Hants, Builder Ports- 

mouth PetJan5 Ord Jan5 

Govuen, Ricuarp, Lichfield, Staffs, Coach Builder Walsall 

Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 

Gaea@, Samvuet James, Formby, Lancs, Builder Liverpool 

Pet Jan6 Orc Jan 6 

Hake, Cuantes, Bedford, Grocer Bedford Pet Dee 14 
Ord Jan 6 

Heruick, Joun, Toton, Notte,Farmer Derby Pet Dec 12 

Od Jan 3 

Hes.am, Grorat, Nottingham, Night Wa‘chman Notting- 

ham PetJan4 Ord Jun4 

age = ey Walsall, Beerhouse Keeyer Walsall Pet 


anz Jan 2 
Hit,, Joun Wyart, Bridgwater, Somerxt, Architect 
Jan 6 O:d Jan 6 


Bridgwater Pet 

Hinpie, ALEXANDER, Bistop Auckland, Durham, Grocer 
Darham Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Hinps, Agruur, West Bridgford, Notts, Blou-e Manufac- 

turer No’ Pet Dee 22 Ord Jan 4 





Hopeerrs, Witiiam, Redditch, Worcester, Groxr B.1- 
mipgham Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 





Tuomas, G y 
eee Gre ee Grocer Newcastle on Tyne 


Islington, Tobac- 
14 Ord Jan4 


Iutisawoarts, Taomas, Haxby, York Farmer York Pet 
J 


4 OrdJané . 
a James, Gt Grimsby, Furniture Remover Gt 
Grimsby Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 ; 
JINKS, Tyemae, Png omy pny 1  pegranan Victualler 
Stourbri et Jan and = 
JoxgEs, pom 4 — “oe. om Licensed Victualler 
Chester Pet 18 ao 
Joyce, Horace Wit.1aM, Hereford, Hop Factor Hereford 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 ; 
Kiasy, ase | ro ¥ Lancaster, Farmer Liverpool Pet 
Jan5 ‘an 
y N, ALBsrt, Penkhull, Stoke Trent, Cycle 
ae Stoke upon Trent Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 6 
Lister, Wittiam Henry, Roundhay, nr Leeds, Builder’s 
Manager Leeds rd 


Hortox, Exutny Catasrins, Upper st, 
conist High Court Pet Dec 


Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


Neiomwann, Joser, Dorset sq,Clerk High Court Pet Nov 
3 Ord Jan6 : . 
Newman, Wooir, Camden rd High Court Pet Nov 2 

Ord Jan 6 


Popmore, lovee Ye Leeds, Dressmaker Leeds Pet 
Jan 5 an ‘ ; 

Pace, WATKIS, P. Sees, Olliny Haulier Neath Pet 
Jan4 ‘an ‘ 
Repreary, Taomas Burier, Kingston upon Hull, Solicitor 

Kiogston upon Hull Pet Dee 12 Ord Jan 5 
a a Owston, Lincoln, Farmer Lincoln Pet 


Jan5 
Gurren, Gueaea. b So tag Notts, Farmer Nottingham Pet 
1 ‘an 


Deo 15_ Ord - 
Sreartna, Joz, Crewkerne, Fishmonger Yeovil Pet Jan 4 
Ord Jan 4 


Tarrant, Ropert Bartry, Southampton, Grocer Southamp- 
ton Pet Novi? Ord Jan4 
Tripp, James, Newcastle on Tyne, Herring Curer New- 

castle on Tyne Pet Deo 14. Ord Jan 8 
Triee, Herseat, Leicswster, Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet Nov 30 Jan 5 


Wappixetox, Gsoror Epucnp, Clitheroe, Lancaster, 


B burn Pet Jan5 oe sas 
, o ‘oun, Dorchester, Licensed 
Warrucheser Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
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Weaver, Artuur CHARLEs, = Somerset, Innkeeper 
Wells Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 

Worry, Ricnarp Henry, Cheriton, ry Pianoforte 
Dealer Greenwich Pet Jan4 Ord J 

Wren, Grorcse Gillingham, “Kent, Builder 

Rochester Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan5 

Wariont, Freperic Ernest, Furlong = Highbury, Butcher 
High Court Pet Dec30 Ord Jan 

Yoxatt, Joszpa, Stockton on Tees, Seater Stockton on 
Tees Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


Amended notice subs‘i.uted for that pent in the 
London Gazette of Oct. 2 


Cort, Freprrick Jonn CHEVERTON, , oor 
Accountant Wolverhampton Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 25 


Epmonp, 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicirors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free, SoxicrroRs’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s.4d, WEEKLY 
REPoRTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; hal 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 








RIVATE SECRETARY.—Young Gentle- 
man, Lanes., holding responsible position, well- 
educated and thoroughly conversant with every class of 
clerical work, Desires Engagement as Private Secretary 
and Companion; could supply highest references as to 
character, ability, & —Address §. 708, care of ‘ 
Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


RECIS and TRANSLATIONS of Spanish, 
Portuguese, and French Documents; great general 
knowledge and experience of business in many countries; 
missions undertaken at the shortest notice.— Joun Pzarc z, 
63, Carlton-mansions, Maida Vale, W. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For anes a 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 








Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds — 


Full Co: 0 
PAPER. Foolscap, 14.” “per sheet ; Dat, Mi. ditto ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


La DETECTIVE, educated , experienced, 
Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divorce, 
Commercial, &c.; strict integrity ; moderate fees ; ‘male and 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 


OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
on Freeholds and long Leascholds. —Apply, Maxaczs, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 32, Moorgate-street. 


f ipe/" PUBLIC COMPANIES, Solicitors, and 

thers.—The entire Upper Part and Basement of one 
of the best Houses in Old Jewry TO be LET from March 
next.—Apply, C., 35, Old Jewry, E.C. 











‘ Solicitors’ | 


QOLIOFTORS and others having Funds for 
Investment in Short Leasehold Properties of the 
highest a? are invited to communicate by letter with 
E. T. R., care of Willings, Advertisement Offices, 73, 
Knightsbridge, "8. Ww. 


LYMPIA. TO-DAY, at 2.30. 
Biggest and Best Show on Earth for 1s. 
The GREAT GAME of PELOTA. 
DARE-DEVIL SCHREYER and others. 
TO-NIGHT, 730. GREAT FOOTBALL CONTEST. 
SCHREYER in bis DARING and THRILLING DIVE. 
any Other Attractions. 
CAFE C WINTER GARDENS. 
Luncheons served from 1.30. Dinners from 6.30. 
INCLUSIVE ADMISSION, 1s. 








at 3 an 
ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
TERI 
(La te Moskeiyae ny Cooke’ 8.) 
ST. GEORGE’S HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, W. 
A Unique Entertainment. 

MASCOT MOTH: Mr. David Devant, in full g'are of the 
footlights, and without aid of covers, graspsa living woman, 
representing a moth, who sbrivels into nothingness in his 
arms in less than one second. a Hive: A pe - 
plexing playlet. Burmese Gong: Who’s who? ph 
A Mystery of the air. Mental gnetism: An uncanny 
Telepathic Séance. Shades of Shifters: Pantomime with a 
purpose. Artist’s Dream: A Poetical Illusion. M.Gintaro, 
reat Japanese youne. Animated Photographs : Newest 
Pictures. Mystic Kettle: Quenches any thirst. 


ST. ANDREW'S HOSP 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTEL EI AMPTOY 


For the Upper anc and Middie Glasses on), 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL 'L, SPENCER, Kg, 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in heaiy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton aie Tr 
London and North-Western and Mi land 
one-and-a-half hours only from Lane nade is oe 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s.a Week, accoiy 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may 
reduced by the Committee of Management under spe 

Pati “~ ro high te have Special A 

‘atients paying higher rates can have 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the § 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital; ory 
—_— Park, a branch establishment, two miles frum te 
ospi' 

There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuaid 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a pukd 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 
ani further information apply to the Medical Supa 

ent. 





OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays ys), 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s, -» Mondays 6d. 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 
Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 
scription £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 
e Secretary, 3, Hanover-square, W. 
JOXALITALIAN CIRCUS (‘‘Hengler’s”), 
Oxtord-circus, W.—DAILY, at 3and 8. Over 200 
PERFORMING Saas. Prices > 6d. Children 
| half-price. Box-office 10 to 10. ‘Tel. 4,138, Gerrard. 


| JUMBO JUNIOR, Society's latest pet, “ at Home” Daily, 
| at 3 and 8. 











[THE COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 

THREE PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 3, 6, and 
9pm. The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different from 
that at 3and9o’clock. All seats in all parts are numbered 
and reserved. Stamped addressed envelopes should accom- 
pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: Boxes, 
£2 2s., gills. 6d., and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d , and 7s. 6d. ; 
stal’ «58., 4s., 3s. ‘and 2s. (Telephone 7, 689 Gerrard) ; ; grand 
tier, 1s. ; ” balcony, 6d. (Tele _— 7 699 Gerrard), Children 
under 12 half-price to all fauteuils and stalls. Telegrams, 
** Coliseum, London.’ 








|S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99, 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAi, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering Pitny 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, pict 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from Livery 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres of gromk 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. "Electric li ht throughos, 
ano em) loyment and recreation. Workshopa teas hops, Poulty 
Farm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Mow, 
Billiards, Dark oom for Photo raphy, &c. Patientsm 
enter under the Acts or privately. ‘Terms: 2-3 Guin 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 
Resipent Medica SuPERINTENDENT or Skonstitt, 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEIOCESTE 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, MA, 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. i 
Study * Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excelat 
Medical References. 4 terms and particuss 

apply Miss RILEY, or the Principa: 
TELEGRAPHIC Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER” 


lIreatment of (NEBRIETY. 


OALRYMPLE HOUSE 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 

Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &., 

Medicat Superintendes 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmanswosTd, 








Treatment of Inebricty and the Drug abil. 


ST, MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8, 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervisiun,) 
Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Primi 
Patients, Special Arrangements for Professional 
ness Men, to > on time is an object. Boating, Teas 
Cycling, Billiards, & 





For Lerms apply Doieenat Mepicar SuresixtesDest 
ae 
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-SPROBAT | E VALUAT Tet 





are 
mend our Firm to 
requiring Valuations. 


Executors and 


= Members of LEGAL PROFESSION 
respectfu 


ily requested to kindly Recom- 


others 


ESTABLISHEO 1772. 


_ SPINK & SONY 


acy 


——— se . 
t & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 
LONDON, W. 





Policies 
men’s Co 
and at Cc 
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